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cess-profits tax returns for certain taxabie 
years; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial Of the Legis
lature of the State of Massachusetts, memo
rializing the President and the Congress of 
the United St ates relative to the General 
Court of Massachusetts, expressing disap
proval of a proposal to close the district 
office of the Veterans' Administration at 
Boston; to the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution of Massa
chuset ts Legislature memorializing Congress 
to t ake the necessary- steps to prevent the 
closing of the district office of the Veterans' 
Administrat ion in Boston and the removal 
thereof to Philadelphia; to the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: Memo
rial of the General Court of Massachusetts, 
expressing disapproval of a proposal to close 
to district office of the Veterans' Administra
tion at Boston; to the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Memo
rial of the General Court of Massachusetts 
to prevent the closing of the district office 
of the Veterans' Administration in Boston 
and removal thereof to Philadelphia; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. CORBETT: 
H. R . 5205. A bill for the relief of Raymond 

c. Geier; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. DOYLE: 

H. R. 5206. A bill for the relief of Gregg 
Ted Lewis; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. FERN6S-ISERN: 
H. R . 5207. A bill for the relief of Julio 

Mercado Toledo; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R . 5208. A bill for the relief of Sor 
Teresa Gea Martinez, Sor Eufrasia Gomez 
Gallego, Sor Francisca Gil Martinez, and 
Sor Rosalia De La Maza; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULTON: 
H. R . 5209. A bill for the relief of.Raymond 

c. Geier; to the committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. McDONOUGH: 

H. R. 5210. A bill for the relief of Robert 
K. Wong; to the Committee on the Judiciary.· 

By Mr. MORTON: 
H. R. 5211. A bill for the relief of Michael 

Kay; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 5212. A bill for the relief of Jon 

Sigurdur Gudmundsson; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 5213. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Ada 

L. Murphy; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. SEELY-BROWN: 
H. R. 5214. A bill for the relief of Hela 

Feder Sooaar; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
395 . The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

the National Federation of Amami Associa
tions, Tokyo, J apan, relative to a revision of 
the draft of J apanese Peace Treaty in 
respect of territorial quest ions, which was 
referred to t he Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, AUGUST 17, 1951 

The House met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Rev. A. Grady Hallonquist, minister, 

Grace Methodist Church, Houston, Tex., 
offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, who by Thy holy spirit 
did guide the fathers of our Nation into 
the ways of truth and righteousness as 
they labored together in laying the f oun
dations of this great Republic, enlighten, 
we pray Thee, our minds and inspire our 
hearts that we may prove ourselves a 
people dedicated to those lofty ideals for 
which they so willingly gave their full 
measure of devotion. 

Direct, we . beseech Thee, this session 
of Congress. Endue with heavenly wis
dom Thy servants who make up this 
body as they 'decide the issues of state. 
Bless our land with honorable industry, 
sound learning, and pure religion. Re
move far from us the spirit of pride and 
every evil way. In times of prosperity 
may we be humbly grateful. In times 
of challenge grant us courage, and in 
times of adversity, suffer not our trust 
in Thee to fail; for Thine is the kingdom 
and the power a·nd the glory forever. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 
NON-SERVICE-CONNECTED PENSIONS TO 

DISABLED VETERANS 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I submit 
a privileged report from the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs on the bill <H. R. 
3193) to establish a rate of pension for 
aid and attendance under part III of Vet
erans' Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended. 

The Clerk read. as follows: 
Your Committee on Veterans' Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill, H. R. 3193, en
titled "A bill to establish a rate of pension 
for aid and attendance under part Ill of 
Veterans' Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended," 
together with the objections of the President 
thereto, having reconsidered said bill and 
the objections of the President thereto, re
ports the same back to the House with the 
unanimous recommendation that said bill do 
pass, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

This bill provides a pension of $120 a 
month for totally and permanently disabled, 
non-service-connected veterans of World 
Wars I and II, and of the present conflict, 
where aid and -attendance of another person 
is required, based upon a disability involving 
blindness or helplessness. The Spanish
American and Civil War veterans already en
joy such a rate. However, there is a differ
ence in eligibility requirements, since vet
erans covered by this bill may not receive 
this pension if their annual income exceeds 
$1,000 if single, or $2,500 if with dependents. 
Veterans of the Spanish-American War and 
Civil War, on the other hand, do not have to 
meet any income limitation. In addition, 
misconduct bars the receipt of pension by 
World War I and II veterans and this pro
vision applies to the $120 herein provided. 

The commit tee wishes to reiterate its belief 
that the veterans covered by this bill are by 
far the most meritorious of this disability 
class. All of these veterans are either help
less or blind, or so nearly helpless or blind 
as to need the regular aid and attendance 
of another person. In other words, the vet
erans covered by t h is legislat ion need anot her 
person in order to t ake care of their ordinary 
creature comforts. 

This bill was carefully considered by the 
full committee after a hearing by a subc•)m
mittee. The committee, after again consid
ering the subject in view of the President's 
veto message, is of the unanimous opinion 
that the bill should pass, despite the olJ.jec
tions which have been raised against it. 

The immediate cost is very small, in as
much as the first-year cost would approxi
mate $16,700,000. It has become the fashion 
in recent years apparently for the execu:tive 
department to forecast all costs of veterans' 
legislation on a 50-year basis, or until the 
end of the present century. Why vet er ans' 
legislation should be singled out for this 
treatment is uncerta in, but there seem!l to 
be no valid reason why, if. we are to estimate 
the cost of veterans' legislation for the next 
50 years, we should not apply the same stand
ard to all long-range programs of the Gov
ernment. Comparisons on this basis show 
the immediate cost of the present bill to be 
small, as well as the long-range cost. 

An estimate of this type contained in the 
veto message is a guess at best and should 
not be given any greater weight than a simple 
guess. 

For several years there has been a conten
tion in the executive department of the Gov
ernment that veterans' benefits should be 
merged into the social security &'Ystem. The 
committee does not agree with this point of 
view, because it believes that veterans have 
made a .particular contribution to the Nation 
in a time of peril and, based on this~on
tribution, are entitled .to special considera
tion above those who did not render such 
service. 

For the above reasons, all o_f which ap
pear to be valid, the committee recommends 
that the bill be enacted into law, the ob
jections of the President to the contrary 
notwith'standing. • 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House on reconsideration pass the 
bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
for recognition. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point and include letters 
which I have received from the Amer
ican Legion, one from the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, one from the Disabled 
American Veterans, and one from the 
AMVETS or the American Veterans of 
World War II, all supporting this meas
ure and urging the Congress to override 
the veto. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
<The letters referred to are as fol

lows:) 
THE AMERICAN LEGION, 

NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., August 15, 1951. 

Hon. JoHN E. RANKIN, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN RANKIN: On August 6, 

1951, the President vetoed H. R . 3193, a bill 
to provide a pension of $120 a month for 
veterans of World Wars I and II and of the 
present conflict in those cases where an 
otherwise eligib~e veteran needs the regular 
aid and attendance of another person. The 
disabilit y is of a non-service-connected type. 
Persons serving on and after June 27, 1950, 
and until such time as determined by the 
President or Congress, are covered by this 
proposal by virtue of Public Law 28 of the 
Eighty-second Congress. 
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This rate is in line with the $120 rate pro

vided under the service-pension laws now 
enjoyed by veterans ' of the Spanish-Ameri
can War who have the same condition. 

Both the Senate Finance Committee and 
the House Committee on Veterans' Affairs, 

· in their respective reports on this legislation, 
stated: 

"The committee is of the belief that the 
veterans covered by this bill are by far the 
most merito:r:ious of the non-service-con
nected-disability class. All of these men 
are either helpless or blind or so nearly 
helpless or blind as to need the regular as
sistance of another person." 

Many of these blind and helpless veterans 
are presently being cared for in veterans' 
hospitals and domiciliary homes at costs 
greatly in excess of the increase proposed 
in the bill. The increase to $120 per month 
would have permitted many of these men 
now being cared for in Government hos
pitals and domiciliary homes to be taken 
into private homes by relatives or friends, 
resulting in a substantial savings to the 
Government. Under existing law and regu
lations, where a veteran is receiving the extra 
pension because he is so helpless or blind 
as to need constant attendance and must 
go to a veterans' hospital for treatment, his 
pension is reduced to the standard rate 
while he is confined to the hospital. 

To qualify for this pension, veterans must 
be "1 that group whose annual income is 
not more than $1 ,000 if single, and $2,500 
1f married. Social-security benefits and re
tirement annunities are computed as a part 
of the income of such veterans in establish
ing this eligibility. 

We submit the principles involved warrant 
passage of the legislation over the alleged 
objections, and furthermore, that the cost 
is a minor consideration when compared 
With the reasonable benefits provided for 
these disabled veterans. 

The national organization of the American 
Legion joins with all of the major veterans' 
organizations in respectfully asking for your 
assistance to the end that the President's 
veto of H. R. 3193 may be overridden when 
the matter comes before the Houso for dis
position, which I understand will be on Fri
day, August 17, 1951. 

Thanking you for your earnest considera
tion of this request, and with every good 
wish, I am ., 

Sincerely yours, ;.;:. 
MILES D. KENNEDY, i4; 

Director. 

VETERANS OF FOREIGN 
WARS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE SERVICE, 
Washington, IJ. C., August 15, 1951. 

A PLEA FOR SUPPORT OF THE RECOMMENDATION 
OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AF• 

FAIRS TO OVERRIDE THE VETO OF H. R. 3193 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN RANKIN: You are re-
spectfully urged, in the name of common 
decency and justice, to support the recom
mendation of the House Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs that the House of Representa
tives override the Presidential veto which 
was applied to H. R. 3193, a bill to au
thorize an extra pension allowance for those 
World War I and II veterans who are so help
less or blind as to need constant aid and at
tendance and who can otherwise meet the 
rigid eligibility requirements to receive a 
non-service-connected disability pension. It 
is understood this bill, with the report of the 
House Veterans Committee, will be brought 
up for action on Friday, August 17, 1951. 

The President, in vetoing this bill, out
lined three principal objections. First, the 
question of cost-present and future; second, 
that the disabilities for which the veteran 
would receive the extra pension allowance are 
not directly related to active service; and, 
third, that the bill would create a further 

spread between the treatment of veterans 
and nonveterans by the Federal Govern
ment. In essence, the President indicates 
that he is opposed to the payment of non
service-connected pensions to veterans and 
that there should be no distinction between 
the treatment accorded veterans and non
veterans by the Federal Government. What 
are the facts? 

1. Costs: According to the veto message the 
President has estimated that the first year's 
cost of this bill would be approximately 
$16, 700,000, and that a projection of the cost, 
on the basis of experience under similar 
pension legislation for Spanish-American 
War veterans, would approach $400,000,000 a 
year by the end of the century. The Veterans 
of Foreign Wars vigorously take issue with 
the accuracy of this cost estimate. In the 
first place, it is impossible to accurately 
project the cost of this bill on the basis of 
Spanish-American War veterans experience, 
because the eligibility requirements for the 
Spanish-American War veterans are more 
liberal than the eligibility requirements for 
World War I and II veterans. A Spanish
American War veteran needs only to establish 
proof that he is so helpless or blind as to 
require aid and attendance, regardless of 
misconduct or income. The World War I 
and II veteran, in addition to establishing 
proof that he is so helpless or blind as to 
need aid and attendance, also must show 
that his disabilities are not the result of mis
conduct and that he does not have an income 
in excess of $1,000 per year if no depend
ents, or $2,500 per year with dependents. 
It should be pointed out that the income 
limitation, along with the growth and ex
tension of social security plus growing in
dustrial pension systems, will serve to keep 
the number of World War I and II veterans 
e1igible for this pension to the barest mini
mum. 

The present average age of Spanish-Amer
ican War veterans is 73 years plus. Only 
8" percent of all Spanish-American War vet
erans now receiving age and disability service 
pensions are receiving the special allowance 
for the helpless or blind. Taking into con
sideration the income limitation affecting 
World War I and II veterans, is it not reason
able to believe that the percentage of said 
veterans eligible to receive this special allow
ance will be considerably less than the 
Spanish-American War veterans? Using the 
Spanish-American War experience and not 
taking into consideration the income limita
tion which applies in one case and does not 
apply in the other case, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars has generously estimated that 
not more than 20,000 World War I and II 
veterans would be eligible to receive this 
special pension allowance the first year at 
a total cost of approximately $13,680,000,' 
This is substantially less than the President 
estimated, using somewhat the same formula. 
It is our considered judgment that the Presi
dent's projected estimates of costs did not 
take into consideration the stern require
ments and income limitations which will 
strongly affect World War I and II eligibility 
to this particular pension. 

In speaking of the costs of this special 
.pe!1sion allowance it could well be pointed 
out that 1 week's cost of the current Mar
shall aid program (not including m111tary 
assistance) for Europe would pay this pen
sion cost for a period of 4 years, and that 
the appropriation which the President is now 
asking from Congress for 1 year's military 
and rehabilitation aid for Eu!ope would more 
than pay the total cost of this pension in
crease throughout the entire life span of all 
World War I and II veterans, assuming that 
the pension legislation remained in effect for 
that period of time. 

2. Pensions for disabilities not related to 
service: Pensions for aged r.nd helpless vet
erans has been a tradition and policy in the 
United States beginning with the early 

Plymouth colony. Special pension allow
ances for helpless or blind veterans was first 
authorized for Civil War veterans and later 
extended to Spanish-American War veterans. 
On July 30, 1947, President Truman approved 
Public Law 270, Eightieth Congress, which 
increased the special pension for helpless or 
blind Spanish-American War veterans from 
$100 to $120 monthly. H. R. 3193, which 
was vetoed, is not something new or a depar
ture from the traditional policy of the United 
States. If these helpless or blind World War 
I and II veterans are not worthy and de
serving of the $120 monthly pensions because 
their disabilities are not directly related to 
their service, are they deserving and worthy 
of the present $60 or $72 monthly pension 
which they are now receiving under the 
same circumstances? 

3. Discrimination between veterans and 
nonveterans: If there should be no discrimi
nation between the treatment and care of 
veterans and nonveterans by the Federal 
Government, should there be discrimination 
between servicemen and civilians in time of 
war or national emergencies? Should the 
civilians or nonveterans be subjected to the 
same rates of pay, the same discipline, the 
same punishment, and the same loss of per
sonal freedom and independent action as 
apply to servicemen who later become vet
erans? The whole theory of special assist
ance to aged and ·disabled veterans is based 
upon the measure of sacrifice, economic dis
location, and loss of personal freedom which 
applies to members of the Armed Forces on 
active duty in time of war or national emer
gencies. Please vote to override. 

Respectfully yours, 
OMAR B. KETCHUM, 

Director, National Legislative Serv
ice, VFW. 

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, 
NATIONAL SERVICE HEADQUARTERS, 

Washington D. C., August 9, 1951. 
Hon. JOHN E. RANKIN, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN RANKIN: The Disabled 
American Veterans protests the veto by the 
President of the United States on August 6, 
1951, of the bills H. R. 3193 and H. R. 3549. 

Historically, the Disabled American Veter
ans has always been a "single-purpose" or
ganization dedicated to the welfare and re
hab111tation of the service-connected wartime 
disabled. In protesting the Presidential veto 
of H. R. 3193 and H. R. 3549, we are cognizant 
that the provisions of these two bills are de
signed primarily for veterans, or their de
pendents, eligible for non-service-connected 
pensions. Our endorsement of these two 
bills, however, is justified by the knowledge 
that many veterans in receipt of part III 
benefits should actually be service-connected. 

H. R. 3193 is applicable only to those who 
an blind or helpless because of physical or 
mental disability and require the regular aid 
and attendance of another person. To deny 
to this small segment of veterans of World 
War I and World War II sufficient pension to 
employ the services of an aide appears ex
tremely inequitable. It must be borne in 

- mind that veterans of the Spanish-American 
War have already been granted a pension 
equal to that provided by H. R. 3193. An 
additional factor that should be considered 
is that it is far more costly for the Veterans' 
Admiinstration to maintain these blind and 
helpless veterans in a hospital than it is to 
provide them with a pension of $120 a month. 

With respect to H. R. 3549, its application 
is so limited that the Veterans' Administra
tion was not requested to give an estimate 
of the cost when under consideration by the 
Congress. 

It is understood that the bill would add a 
very limited number of widows of veterans of 
the Civil War, Indian War and the Spanish
American War to the pension rolls and at an 
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age when their remaining life expectancy is 
of extremely short duration. 

Your assistance in effectng the passage of 
H. R. 3193 and H. R. 3549, despite the veto 
of the President of the United States is sin
cerely solicited. 

Respectfully, 
FRANCIS M. SULLIVAN, 

National Legislative Director. 

• AMVETS, 
Washington, D. C., August 15, 1951. 

Hon. JOHN E. RANKIN, 
Chairman, House Veterans' 

Affairs Committee, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. RANKIN: AMVETS (American 

Veterans of World War II) urge the Congress 
to pass H. R. 3193 over the President's veto. 
The bill would increase pe:i;lsions to certain 
disabled veterans. All of these men are 
either helpless or blind or so nearly so that 
they require the aid of another person. 

AMVETS are of the belief that the veterans 
covered by this bill are by far the most meri
torious of the non-service-connected-disabn
ity class. The .suggestion that they should 
be provided for in other than veterans' leg
islation is unrealistic when such suggested 
legislation is not forthcoming. The sugges
tion that these veterans are dipping their 
hands in the public till is also unwarranted 
since a definite income limitation is placed 
upon them-veterans covered by this bill 
cannot have more than $1,000 at.mual in
come, if single, or $2,500, if with dependents, 
in order to get the benefits of this proposal. 

To deny this increase to these disabled 
veterans to meet the admitted increase in 
the cost of living, solely on the wild estimate 
that this proposal will cost the American 
taxpayer $400,000,000 per year by the end 
of the century, is-we submit-to deny pub
llc responsibility to these disabled veterans 
who served their country in time of war and 
are now so badly incapacitated that they 
require the aid of another person. 

AMVETS urge you to vote for H. R. 3193 
over the President's veto. 

Very respectfully yours, 
CHARLES H. SLAYMAN, Jr., 
National Legislative Director. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, the 
statement made in the report read by the 
Clerk a few moments ago contains all 
the information I have for the House, 
and I think, all that is necessary. 

Several members of the committee 
wish to be heard and I now yield to the 
lady from Massachusetts [Mrs. TIOGERS] 
as much time as she desires. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like 1 minute. 
• Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the lady from Massachu
setts [Mrs. ROGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I believe all Members of the 
House will vote to override the veto. 
In order to receive this pension, the 
veteran must be totally and perma
nently disabled, and in need of aid and 
attendance. There is an income limi
tation in the bill. In order to qualify, 
the veteran if single must have an in
come of less than $1,000 a year, and 
if he has dependents his income must 
be less than $2,500 a year. This is not 
a xequirement in the case of Civil War, 
Indian War, and Spanish-American War 
veterans, who are now receiving $120 
a month when they require the aid and 
attendance of another person. This bill 
is definitely more restrictive. 

Another point I v1ould like to bring 
out is that most of the veterans who 
would benefit from the enactment of 
this bill are already upon the pension 
rolls at $60 and $72 a month. Many of 
them are now in veterans' hospitals and 
a number have written me that they 
would be glad to go home if they . could 
receive the $120 a month that the bill 
calls for. When you consider that it 
costs a little more than $12 a day to 
keep a patient in a Veterans' Adminis
tration hospital, tl;lere is sure to be some 
saving effected. 

I have received universal approval of 
the measure, not alone from those who 
may be affected by its enactment but 
from all of the major veterans' organi
zations. 

Our Committee on Veterans' Affairs 
approved the passage of this bill over 
the President's veto without a dissent
ing vote. I am sure that the member
ship of the House will do likewise. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, during 
the last few days, in talking with Mem
bers · of the House about this bill, I feel 
there is a considerable misunderstand
ing in view of the publicity that has 
been given to this veto message. There 
seems to be a feeling among the Mem
bers that you are introducing new 
classes of veterans to be placed · on the 
pension rolls. Let me say that under . 
this bill not one single new class of 
veterans is placed on the roll. You 
already have these veterans op the roll 
at $60 and $72 a month, depending upon 
the class they fall into. Under this bill, 
you increase that particular group of 
people from $60 and $72 a month to 
$120 a month. The President has given 
you the impression here, I believe, in 
this veto message, that we are going to 
place upon the pension rolls a large 
number of new people. That just is 
not true. You are not putting any 
new people on the rolls except those 
that are already there. 

Now what class of veterans are on the 
rolls in this bill. That is the second 
thing which I think is important to. 
know. Every single one of these vet
erans is totally disabled-absolutely 
and totally disabled to such an extent 
that they are in need of an attendant. 
That is the only class of veterans you 
have who are covered by this particular 
bill. There is no other class of vet
erans at all-just that one class of 
totally and permanently disabled vet
erans. 

If any of you have ever practiced be
fore the Veterans' Bureau you have some 
idea of how difficult it is to prove a total 
disability case. i: have had several of 
them in private practice and I know 
something of the difficulty a veteran is up 
against in · making out such a case. It is 
a difficult proposition under any circum
stance. The purpose of this law was to 
cover those veterans many of whom were 
morally worthy but just lacked the evi
dence required to make out a service
connected case. 

Let me give you an example. During 
the last war I was on board a Dutch 

destroyer one evening and being unfa
miliar with that ship I fell down a hatch
way. Portunately I was not badly hurt, 
but if I had become permanently dis
abled it would have been up to me to go 
before the Veterans' Administration and 
prove all of the circumstances. The bur
den ·of proof would have been upon me. 
My word would not have been sufficient 
to prove the case. I would have had to 
secure all of the evidence from people 
who probably now are scattered all over 
the world in the Dutch Navy. It is prob
able that I could never have proved the 
case because of my inability to gather 
enough evidence to prove it. However, 
under this law I would have been pro
tected because of my total disability, even 
though I could not prove it to be strictly 
service-connected. This law covers large 
numbers of those particular kinds of 
cases. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. If · the veterans cov

ered by this bill had been Civil War vet
erans, Indian War veterans, or Spanish 
War veterans, they would not only get 
this $120 provided here, but they would 
not have any income limitation such as 
is imposed on these boys. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. Now, 
let me go to the point that the gentle
man from Mississippi has just made. 
Take this man who is totally disabled. 
If he has any income which amounts to 
$1,100 in case he is single, or $2,500 in 
case he is married or has dependents to 
support, this bill does not even apply to 
him, and he cannot get anything under 
it. A person who will enjoy the benefits 
of this bill is the one who has hardly any 
income of any kind to help him in any 
way. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. ARENDS. Does this also mean 

that the totally disabled individual must 
have someone taking care of him? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It means that he 
must be totally disabled to the extent 
that it is necessary for him to have an 
attendant. That is right. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. JONAS. Can the gentleman tell 

us briefly what is the total figure 
involved? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give that in 
just a minute. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. TACKETT. What veterans are 

these? Veterans of World Wars I and 
II? 

Mr. SPRINGER. World War I will 
have about 25,000; World War II not 
more than a few-hundred. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. The gentleman 

from Arkansas asked a question as to 
how far back this bill extends. It goes 
back as far as there are veterans alive; 
does it not? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. It would, but there 

are not many of the older veterans, back 
of World War I. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Does it include 
veterans of the Korean war? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am sure it does, 
but let me check that with the Chair
man. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; it does. 
Mr. SPRINGER. That is my under- . 

standing. 
Mr. JONAS. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield further? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mr. JONAS. I am going to be for the 

bill, but I want to be clear on the question 
of how much money is involved here. 
All kinds of stories have been bandied 
around about this bill running into the 
billions. Of course, if it runs into the 
billions we will spend the money here 
in the United States instead of scatter
ing it to the four corners of the world. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me· say this, 
there will be involved here about $16,-
700,000 per year. That is all that is in
volved. 

The President has raised the point 
here about how much it is going to cost 
in the future and all that. I just can
not see how that can be true. We have 
had only 400 veterans out of all the mil
lions who served in World War II, out 
of something like 13,000,000---only 400 
veterans have applied now in 5 years. 
That is about the situation at the pres
ent time. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 

gentleman, I think, has not brought out 
the fact that Spanish-American War 
veterans already have this $120 a month 
pension and they do not have the in
come limitation that is applied to vet
erans of subsequent wars in this bill, no 
matter what their income is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. Those 
veterans of those wars receiving these 
pensions do not have any income limi:. 
tation put upon them. There are not 
very many, however, in that classifica
tion because they would have to be up
wards of 70 years old. 

Let me say this to you, that most of 
these people who might fall under thiS 
bill in the future I th1nk will come under 
social security, because you are giving 
social security to people now who were 
not covered 25 years ago but are covered 
now in these situations of ~otal disability. 
For that reason I do not think you are 
going to have any large number of fu
ture veterans who are going to go on 
the rolls, certainly not to the number 
the President indicates. As I have said 
a number of times, there are but 400 
men in this category from World War 
II. I am not apprehensive as. to the 
great number of veterans who might fall 
in this category in the future. · 

The President has talked about econ
omy. I have voted for every economy 
measure that has been in this House; or 
amendment thereto. As far as I know 
this is the first time I can remember 
in the 7 months I have been in the 
House that the President has come here 
to the Capitol and asked us to econ-

omize-and now at the expense of the 
totally disabled veterans. If they want 
me to go back to my constituents in 
the next election on that issue I am per
fectly willing to make my record right 
here. I cannot sustain the President's 
veto in this case. If anyone wants to 
raise that as a question of economy on 
me in the next election I am perfectly 
willing to stand on it. I do not intend 
to sacrifice the veterans of this country, 
especially that class of veterans who are 
totally disabled and are unable to take 
care of themselves and are in need of 
this kind of support. 

Let me emphasize to you again you are 
not placing any new class of veterans 
on the rolls. The sole question is 
whether you are going to raise from $60 
to $72 per month up to $120 per month 
the class of veterans that is set out in 
this bill. 
· Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gen
tlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
would like to state also that most of 
these men are in hospitals and it costs 
more to take care of these veterans in 
hospitals than it does to give them this 
pension. If they are not in hospitals 
they will have to be on relief and be 
taken care of. I do not want this con
sidered as a matter of economy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not an economy 
matter, and it should not be considered 
on those merits. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, will 
the-gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentle
man from Missouri. · 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Can the gentle
man tell us the approximate number of 
veterans or the actual number of vet
erans involved in this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. About 27,000. 
Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I . yield to the gen

tleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. TACKETT. Do I understand the 

gentleman to say he is going to vote for 
this-bill even if it defeats him for Con
gress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gen

tleman from Illinois has expired. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

the gentleman one additional minute. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the 

.gentleman yield? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gen

·tleman from New York. 
Mr. KEATING. Following up what' 

the · gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
said, the granting of this additional com
pensation to veterans who are now in 
hospitals might make it possible for them 
to be taken care of at home, thereby 
reducing the estimated cost of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will. Let me say 
to you that I think all of us who are 
acquainted with veterans' affairs know 
.now that the veterans' hospitals are over
crowded. It is almost an impossibility 
to put 27,000 totally disabled veterans in 
the veterans' hospitals. A totally dis
abled veteran takes more time and care 
than one who is only partially disabled. 
It is impossible for the hospitals to take 

care of this number of totally disabled 
veterans. It is absolutely necessary that 
you keep these people at home. I think 
all of you realize that cannot" be done 
adequately on such a little sum of money 
as $60 or $72 a month. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ADAIR]. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, Iflost of the 
points that are of importance to all of us 
in this bill -have· been in the preceding 
few minutes adequately stressed; how
ever, there are two or three other mat
ters that might be brought to the at
tention of the House. 

In the first place, it seems to me we 
·should underscore the fact that no new 
people are being added to the pension 
rolls as a result of this act, if it does 
become law over the President's veto. 
These people are presently on the pen
sion rolls drawing $60 to $72 per month. 
~is simply provides them with an in
creased sum. To the best of my knowl
edge this increase will amount to about 
$53 per individual per month, which is 
certainly not a great deal. 

All of us are completely aware of the 
fact that with rising costs of all kinds 
today people who are receiving wages or 
salaries have been asking and in ·most 
cases have been receiving increases. If 
they need additional money upon which 
to live, certainly our veterans likewise 
need additional income. 

It seems to me that this increase is a 
very modest one to give them. 

Objection has been raised that this 
increase goes to nonservice connected 
cases, which is true, but, nevertheless, 
they are people who have worn the uni
form of our country, who have given 
years of their life to the service of their 
country, and they are entitled to our 
consideration. The House is now con
sidering a bill which will give probably 
many billions of_ dollars to foreign na
tions. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
the least we can do is to give a few mil-
· lion dollars to these worthy veterans; 
. particularly in view of the fact that such 
proper- safeguards as to income, and 
otherwise, are written into the act. 

I urge that the House pass this bill 
over the. President's veto. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
.such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from New York CMr. KEARNEY]. 

Mr. KEARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I in
. tend to vote to override the veto of this 
bill which seeks -;;o provide the same tate 
for World War I and II veterans and the 
men of the Korean confiict that the vet
erans of the Civil, Indian, and Spanish
American Wars have long enjoyed. To 
me this seems to be a simple matter of 
equity. 

In addition, this bill is a step in the 
direction of uniformity in the pension 
structure and I believe that all Members 
will agree with me that uniformity of 
treatment to veterans of all wars is a 
goal toward which we should constantly 
strive. 

This is not a question of economy. 
There are only 400 World War II vet
erans presently affected by this bill and 
23,700 veterans of World war I. In ad
dition to ·being helpless or blind, these 
men must each show that their disability 
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is not the result of their own misconduct 
and, further, that their annual income 
is less than $1,000 if single or $2,500 if 
with dependents. Neither of these two 
conditions must be met by the veterans 
of the Civil, Indian, and Spanish-Ameri
can Wars. The President's veto com
pletely fails to point out that this leg
islation is much "tighter" than the law 
which is already on the statute books for 
the veterans of our earlier wars. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on 
Veterans' Affairs held hearings on this 
proposal before it was presented to the 
full committee. Careful consideration 
was given to all points. of this proposal 
before it was reported to the House and 
the House origipally passed the bill with
out a dissenting vote and the Senate did 
likewise. The Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs has again considered this sub
ject and has reached the same conclu
sion that the bill is meritorious and de
serves the support of the Members of the 
Congress and should be enacted into law 
and for these reasons I vote to override 
the veto of this important veterans' bill. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary
land [Mr. DEVEREUX]. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Speaker, I think 
the gentleman.from Illinois [Mr. SPRING
ER], has covered the situation thorough
ly. However, I would like to point out 
one or two things. 

First of all, there is a misconduct pro
vision in this bill, so that we will not 
have the situation where men will go out 
and be injured due to misconduct and 
then be entitled. to any of these bene
fits. 

Another point that I would like to 
bring to your attention is this--

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen
tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I want to call atten
tion to· the fact tr~at while there is a 
misconduct clause in this bill, there is no 
such clause in the law that applies to 
the Civil War veterans, the Spanish 
American War veterans, or the Indian 
war veterans; so this bill is more restric
tive than the law that applies to those 
veterans. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Definitely it is more 
restrictive, and I think we are approach
ing the situation in a more sound man
ner than was approached previously. 

Another point that I would like to 
bring to your attention, you will notice 
in the President's veto message he com
pared veterans to nonveterans and the 
disabilities that they may encounter. I 
urge upon you to consider this as possibly 
an opening wedge toward placing the 
veterans under socialized medicine, or 
perhaps placing all of the country under 
socialized medicine. 

In conclusion I would like to bring this 
one thought to your attention. m~re we 
have a group of veterans, men who have 
worn the uniform in the defense of their 
country. Whether they have been ac
tually engaged in combat or not, makes 
little difference. ·They may have col
iected combat ribbons and decorations in 
the defense of their country but when 
they get in a destitute situation as en-
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visioned in "this bill, I bring to your at
tention that they will not be able to eat 
those combat ribbons and medals. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen
tlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And 
is it not a fact that a great many of 
their lives have been disrupted; they lost 
their homes; they lost their businesses, 
and they made great sacrifices? They 
had a great economic loss that the peo
ple of this country who did not fight did 
not have. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Well, I am not too 
much .concerned about · that, I will say 
to the gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 
I am primarily concerned about these 
men who are destitute and just what it 
means to them when they have less than 
$1,000 a year income. I earnestly believe 
that we must.take care of them. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on this measure 
at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield .1 

minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. O'TooLE]. 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am go
ing to vote to override this veto for one 
reason only. In a short time we are go
ing to increase the compensation of the 
Federal employees because of the depre
ciation of the dollar insofar as buying 
power is concerned. These men, if they 
are entitled to a pension, are entitled to 
a pension to purchase as much as we 
origirially intended them to purchase 
when we passed that measure. I hope 
that we will recognize the increased cost 
of living and give these men an adequate 
increase. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. GOLDEN]. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, I, like 
many other Members of Congress, am 
very much interested in the passage of· 
this bill, the President's veto notwith
standing. 

It applies only to veterans of World 
War I and World War II who are totally 
and permanently disabled. These vet
erans are already receiving from $60 to 
$72 per month and the added cost is only 
about half of the sum reported in the 
Presidents veto. 

I represent people that are loyal Amer
icans and they are grateful to the veter
ans of all wars for their services to our 
country. These men, who are totally 
and permanently disabled, are not ex
pected to live as long as men of the same 
age who are not atnicted with physical 
disabilities and, of course, the cost of this 
bill will decrease rapidly as these totally 
disabled veterans pass on. Their expec
tation of life is much shorter than that 
of normally healthy men of equal age. 

This bill is safeguarded and is more 
restricted than the law as it now applies 
to Spanish War veterans because if a. 
veteran of World War I or World War II, 

who is permanently and totally disabled 
and needs an attendant, if he has an 
income of as little as $1,000 per year, if 
single, he cannot qualify, and if they are 
men with families and their income ex-

. ceeds $2,500 per year, they cannot qualify, 
I am not willing to go along with the 

President's veto and attempt to econo
mize at the expznse of our veterans who 
have served their country in the last two 
world-wide wars. This is the first time 
that I have seen any effort made by the 
present Democratic administration to 
economize in governmental expenses. I 
think to deny the veterans this much
needed aid and assistance would be a 
bad place to begin a move toward econ
omy. Many of us have voted steadfastly 
to economize on governmental expendi
tures. Sometimes we have succeeded, 
but many times we have been overridden 
by the present administration, and I 
think it comes with bad grace for the 
President of the United States to begin 
to talk economy at the expense of the 
veterans of the last two wars. 
· Those veterans of the Korean war, 
who qualify, should also be protected. 
Kentucky has always furnished its full 
share of 'fighting men when this country 
was in 'danger. We may need our fight
ing men again and it ought to be known 
to all the world that America takes care 
of her war heroes when they become 
totally and permanently disabled. There 
is slight difference, in my mind, when 
a man in good faith joins the armed 
services, endangers his life and all he 
has as a living sacrifice for his country 
whether he is stricken by a bullet in 
battle and wounded, or whether he be
comes totally and permanently disabled 
from other causes. The country owes an 
eternal and everlasting debt of gratitude 
to him. If he is helpless financially, it 
would be a public disgrace to the people 
to see him suffer and die in poverty. 

Relatively speaking, there are only a. 
few men that are totally and perma
nently disabled and who need an attend
ant. I urge my colleagues to vote to 
override the President's veto. I do not 
agree with the President that these 
totally and permanently disabled vet
erans ought to be thrown into the general 
class where social security will take care 
of them. There is a distinction, the 
country owes a special debt to them and 
this legislation fulfills the obligation that 
our people owe to our totally and perma
nently disabled veterans. I urge the pas
sage of the bill. 

I am inserting as part of my remarks 
an article taken from the National Trib
une, entitled "Principle Versus Doµars." 

PRINCIPLE VERSUS DOLLARS 

Mr. Congressman, on August 6 President 
Truman saw fit to veto two measures that 
relate to veterans and their dependents. We 
would discuss briefly with you the issues in
volved because they concern national policy. 

H. R. 3549 relates admittedly to only a 
small handful of elderly widows-perhaps 100 
of them-who married their soldier husbands 
1n late years. The bill would remove the 
necessity of their proving "dependency" in 
order to receive modest monthly pensions of 
$48, but the Chief Executive beUeves the 
treatment suggested would constitute a 
"dangerous precedent" and that it would be 
a "departure from social policy." 
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It is your job, Mr. Congressman, to deter

mine both precedent and social policy in this 
ccuntry. The few women concerned here 
must be 60 years of age, and most are much 
older. Theirs were not fiy-by-night mar
riages for pension purposes, and they must 
have lived continuously with their soldiers 
for 10 or more years next preceding their 
deaths. They need help now, and we cannot 
believe fair treatment to them will endanger 
our social structure. We feel we can afford to 
be a little generous with these Civil War, 
Indian Wars, and Spanish-American War 
widows, and we think you will agree w~.,h us 
that it is a shame to make them subscribe to 
a pauper oath. Considering also the fact 
that the Veterans' Administration testified 
an administrative saving can be made by 
enacting this bill, we expect you will support 
it by your vote when the measure again 
comes to you for final action. 

The other bill is H. R. 3193. The policy 
Involved here is as old as the country itself, 
not new as Mr. Truman's advisers suggest. 
What is new is the idea advanced in the veto 
message that a man who serves his people in 
uniform in time of war should be accorded 
no different treatment than any other person 
whose security was defended by such as these. 
The bill .would permit payment of a pension 
of $120 monthly to part III beneficiaries who 
are so badly disabled that they require the 
constant aid and attendance of another per
son. Although pending legislation suggests 
an increase of 10 cents a day to help them 
to meet present high living costs, and all 
payments are subject to income provisions, 
these veterans are confined to their homes 
or hospitals-many of them blind or bed
ridden-and they must have constant care. 
They are already pensioned, but they cannot 
eke out an existence and afford a nurse on 
their present small payments. ·could you, 
Mr. Congressman, meet these obligations on 
$60 or $72 a month? 

It is all very well to make scare headlines 
by saying that this bill might cost 400 mil
lions a year a half century hence, but we can 
imagine nothing more cruel than to insult 
such badly disabled war veterans by doing so. 
That is inexcusable. It seems quite proper 
these days to spend billions on the countries 
whose soldiers fought these veterans, but we 
consider it dastardly to do so at the expense 
of former heroes who are now fiat on their 
backs. The veterans of this Nation cannot 
subscribe to such a policy. This measure 
creates no hand-out, no give-away program, 
no racket-it simply comprises fair treatment 
to those who need it. 

Mr. Congressman, so long as we must fight 
wars they must be paid for and those who 
suffer must have. proper care. If President 
Truman and his advisers believe what they 
say in these messages, and if they feel that 
all veterans viho become disabled in after 
years should be treated solely under social 
welfare laws, we challenge them to support 
legislation to draft all resources in time of 
stress, and subject all persons to the low pay, 
discipline, and punishment that is accorded 
to men in uniform. That would be more 
logical than the new and unproved ideas 
now being advanced by the White House. Of 
what purpose is it to fight communism 
abroad when such thoughts as are contained 
in these veto messages encourage discord at 
home? · 

If you, as a Member of Congress, believe 
that veterans of America's wars are to be 
treated only as human derelicts, to be in
cluded in welfare payments as are all others 
of the luckless poor, we shall expect you to 
vote to sustain the President's observations. 
If, on the other hand, you feel that war vet
erans and their loved ones have given more 
to the security of this Nation than those 
who were privileged to remain securely at 
home, we shall expect you to cast your vote 
to override the vetoes of these two bills. 

Somehow, we feel confident you will recog
nize the difference between principle and 
dollar decisions. This is not a case of polit
ical courage; it is one of morals and common 
decency. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, as the 
gentleman said a moment ago, I am un
alterably opposed and have always been 
unalterably opposed, to balancing ·the 
budget on the veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 

the House, on reconsideration, pass the 
bill, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding? 

Under the Constitution, this vote must 
be determined by the yeas and nays. 

Those in favor of passing the bill, the 
objections of the President to the con
trary notwithstanding, wiil, when their 
names are called, vote "aye,'' those op-
posed "no." · 

The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there 

were yeas 318, nays 45, not voting 69, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 163) 
YEAS-318 

Aandahl Clevenger 
Abernethy Combs 
Adair Cooley 
Addonizio Cooper 
Allen, Calif. Corbett 
Allen, Ill. Cotton 
Andersen, Crawford 

H. Carl Crosser 
Anderson, Calif. Crumpacker 
Angell Cunningham 
Arends Curtis, Nebr. 
Armstrong Dague 
Aspinall Davis, Ga. · 
Ayres Deane 
Bailey Delaney 
Baker Dempsey 
Bakewell Denny 
Barden Denton 
Barrett Devereux 
Bates, Ky. D'Ewart 
Bates, Mass. Dingell 
Battle Dolliver 
Beall Dondero 
Beamer Donohue 
Beckworth Donovan 
Belcher Dorn 
Bender Doughton 
Bennett, Mich. Doyle 
Bentsen Eaton 
Berry Elliott 
Betts Evins 
Bishop Fallon 
Blackney Feighan 
Blatnik Fellows 
Boggs, Del. Fenton 
Bolton Flood 
Bonner Fogarty 
Bosone Forand 
Bow Forrester 
Boykin Frazier 
Bramblett Fulton 
Bray Furcolo 
Brooks Gamble 
Brown, Ga. Garma.tz 
Brown, Ohio Gathings 
Brownson Gavin 
Bryson George 
Buchanan Golden 
Budge Goodwin 
Burdick Graham 
Burleson Granger 
Burnside Grant 
Bush Green 
Butler Greenwood 
Byrne, N. Y. Gregory 
Camp Gross 
Canfield Gwinn 
Cannon Hagen 
Carlyle Hall, 
Carnahan Leonard W. 
Chelf Halleck 
Chiperfielc:t Hand 
Chudoff Harden 
Church Harris 
Clemente Harrison, Wyo. 

Hart 
Harvey 
Havenner 
Herlong 
Herter 
Heselton 
Hill 
Hillin gs 
Hoeven 
Hoffman, Ill. 
Holifield 
Holmes 
Hope 
Horan 
Hull 
Hunter 
Jackson, wash. 
James 
Jarman 
Javits 
Jenkins 
Jensen 
Johnson 
Jonas 
Jones, Ala. 
Jones, 

Hamilton C. 
Jones, 

WoodrowW. 
Judd 
Karsten, Mo. 
Kearney 
Keating 
Kee 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N. Y. 
Kerr 
Kersten, Wis. 
Kilburn 
Kilday 
King 
Kluczynski 
Lane 
Lanham 
Lantaff 
Larcade 
Latham 
Lecompte 
Lesinski 
Lind 
Lovre 
Lyle 
McCarthy 
McConnell 
McCormack 
McCulloch 
McGrath 
McGuire 
McKinnon 
McMillan 
McMullen 
Mc Vey 
Machrowicz 
Mack, Ill. 
Mack, Wash. 

Madden 
Magee 
Mahon 
Mansfield 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Merrow 
Miller, Calif. 
Miller, Md. 
Miller, Nebr. 
Miller, N. Y. 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Morano 
Morgan 
Morris 
Moulder 
Mumma 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Murray, Tenn. 
Nelson 
Nicholson 
Norrell 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O'Hara 
O'Neill 
Ostertag 
O'Toole 
Passman 
Patman 
Patten 
Patterson 
Perkins 
Philbin 
Phillips 
Pickett 
Poage 
Polk 
Price 
Priest 
Prouty 

Andrews 
Anfuso 
Auchincloss • 
Bennett, FlP. 

·Burton 
Byrnes, Wis 
Case 
Celler 
Curtis, Mo. 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
Dollinger 
Eberharter 
Fernandez 
Fine 

Quinn 
Rabaut 
Radwan 
Rains 
Ramsay 
Rankin 
Redden 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Regan 
Rhodes 
Ribicoff 
Richards 
Riehlman 
Riley 
Roberts 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Rooney 
St. George 
Sasscer 
Schwabe 
Scott , Hardie 
Scrivner 
Scudder 
Secrest 
Seely-Brown 
Shafer 
Sheehan 
Sheppard 
Short 
Sieminski 
Sikes 
Simpson, Ill. 
Simpson, Pa. 
Smith, Miss. 
Smith, Wis. 
Spence 

NAYS-45 

Springer 
Staggers 
Steed 
Stefan 
Stigler 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson, 

Mich. 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thornberry 
Tollefson 
Towe 
Trimble 
Vail 
Van Zandt 
Vaughn 
Velde 
Vorys 
Vursell 
Walter 
Watts 
Weichel 
Wharto'n 
Whitten 
Wickersham 
Wier 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Miss. 
Williams, N. Y. 
Willis 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Withrow 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Woodruff 
Yorty 
Zablocki 

Ford Kirwan 
Fugate Klein 
Gary Multer 
Hale Norblad 
Hardy Potter 
Harrison, Va. Poulson 
Hays, Ark. Powell 
Heffernan . Reams 
Heller Robeson 
Hoffman, Mich. Roosevelt 
Jackson, Calif. Sittler 
Jones, Mo. Smith, Va. 
Kean Stanley 
Kennedy Widnall 
Keogh Yates 

NOT VOTING-69 
Abbitt 
Albert 
Allen, La. 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Baring 
Boggs, La. 
Bolling 
Breen 
Brehm 
Buckley 
Buffett 
Busbey 
Chatham 
Chenoweth 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Colmer 
coudert 
Cox 
Davis, Tenn. 
DeGraffenried 
Durham 
Ellsworth 

Elston Morton 
Engle Murray, Wis. 
Fisher O'Konski 
Gordon Preston 
Gore Rivers 
Granahan Saba th 
Hall, Sadlak 

Edwin Arthur Saylor 
Hays, Ohio Scott, 
Hebert Hugh D., Jr. 
Hedrick Shelley 
Hess Smith, Kans. 
Hinshaw Stockman 
Howell Taber 
Irving Talle 
Jenison Thomas 
Kearns Van Pelt 
Lucas Vinson 
McDonough Welch 
McGregor Werdel 
Martin, Mass. Wheeler 
Mason Whitaker 
Meader Wood, Ga. 
Morrison Wood, Idaho 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the bill was passed, the objec
tions · of the President to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On ·this vote: · 
Mr. Hess and Mr . . Howell fol', with Mr. 

Coudert against. 
Mr. McGregor and l.\r.u-. Talle for, with Mr. 

Wood of Idaho against. 
Mr. McDonm::gh and Mr. Elston for, with 

Mr. Bolling against. 
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Until further notice: 
Mr. DeGraffenried with Mr. Chenoweth. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. Martin of Massa-

chusetts. 
Mr. Preston with Mr. Taber. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr. Vinson with Mr. Cole of New York. 
Mr. Rivers with Mr. Ellsworth. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Hinshaw. 
Mr. Albert with Mr. Jenison. 
"N..r. Gordon with Mr. Kearns. 
Mr. Fisher with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, Jr. 
Mr. Hays of Ohio with Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Hedrick with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin, 
Mr. Shelley with Mr. Busbey. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Colmer with Mr. Van Pelt. 
Mr. Granahan with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. Boggs of Louisiana with Mr. Edwin 

Arthur Hall. . 
Mr. Baring with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Whitaker with Mr. Morton. 
Mr. Wood of Georgia with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Allen of Louisiana with Mr. Brehm. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Buffett. 
Mr. Engle with Mr. Meader. 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Abbitt with Mr. Murray of Wiscons.tn. 

Mr. SIEMINSKI, Mr. HOLIFIELD, and 
Mr. ADDONIZIO changed their vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1952 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported the bill <H. R. 
5215) making supplemental appropria
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, . 
1952, and for other purposes <Rept. 
No. 890), which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompany
ing papers, ref erred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH reserved all 
points of order on the bill. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1952 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the conference report on the bill 
<H. R. 3790) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous con
sent that the statement of the managers 
on the part of the House be read in lieu 
of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was. no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
Mr. NORRELL <interrupting the read

ing of the statement). Mr. Speaker, in 
view of the fact that this statement has · 
been printed in the RECORD twice and is 
a resubmission of a report we have had 
heretofore, I ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the statement be 
dispensed with. 

Mr. COOLEY. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, and I shall not ob
ject, may I inquire of the gentleman 
from Arkansas if the House will have an 
opportunity to vote on the item which 
authorizes an investigation and a survey 
of the power situation at Buggs Island in 
North Carolina? 

Mr. NORRELL. Yes. It is reported 
1n disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 1 

There was no objection. 
The conference report and statement 

follow: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 888) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3790) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend· 
ments numbered 9, 17, 25, 103, 109, and 130. 
· That the House recede from its disagree

ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 1, 2, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 60, 
64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 76, 77, 78, 
79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 
93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 100, 101, 102, 104, 105, 
106, 107, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 
118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, and 125, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 6 and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as followst 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend· 
ment insert "$200,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in
serted by said amendment insert "four"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows t 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, insert the following: "of which not 
to exceed $8,387,470 shall be available for 
personal services, except force account per
sonal services, and"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree· 
to the same with an amendment, as followst 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in
serted by said amendment, insert the follow
ing: "twenty-nine"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as followsr : 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$41,824,750"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House' 
recede from its disagreement to the amend·' 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: · 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in
serted by said amendment, insert the 
following: "one hundred and stxty passenger: 
motor vehicles for replacement only"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House · 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: : 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend·· 
ment insert "$4,500,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 1 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend~ 

ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment, insert the following: "$4,234,553"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$3,810,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$202,767,725"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as foliowst 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment, insert the following: "$38,104,672"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend~ 
ment, insert the following: "$10,698,514"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 99: That the Rous~ 
recede from its disagreement to the amend-c 
ment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendoe 
ment insert "$6,678,196"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 126: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1261 

and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In line two of the matter in .. 
serted by said amendment after the word 
"or", insert "by it"; and in line four of 
the matter inserted by said amendment 
after the word "persons", insert "which"il 
and at the end ·of the matter inserted by said 
amendment and before the period, insert 
.. : Provided, That this section shall not be 
construed as having application to the prepa
ration for publication of reports and maps 
ref'iulting from authorized scientific and en•. 
gineering inve~tigations and surveys, to 
photography incident to the compilation and 
reproduction of maps and reports, or to 
photocopying of permanent records for pres
ervation"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the 
~ouse recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
~allows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
~aid amendment, insert the following: 

"SEC. 302. No part of any appropriation 
izontained in this Act shall be used to pay 
the compensation of any civilian employee 
of the Government in the District of Co- ' 
Jumbia whose duties consist of acting as 
~hauffeur of any Government-owned pas
i;enger motor vehicle (other than a bus or 
ambulance and two passenger motor ve
hicles assigned one to the Secretary and 
pne to the Under Secretary), unless such 
appropriation is specifically authorized to be 
used for paying the compensation of em
ployees performing such duties." 
: And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 128, 
i:tnd agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lines four and five of the 
illlatter inserted by said amendment, strike 
out the words "one hundred and fifteen" 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
-"one hundred and ten"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the 
:House recede from its disagreement to the 
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amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and Amendi;nent N.o. 7: .t\.dministratfve provi• 
agree to the same with an ·amendment, as sions·: Authorizes the pu~chase of four auto .. 
follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out mobiles, instead of five as proposed by the 
and inserted by said amendment, insert the · · House and three as proposed by the Senate. 
following: Amendment No. 8: Continuing fund: Re-

"SEc. 305. No part of any appropriation ported in disagreement. 
or authorization contained in this Act shall 
be used to pay the compensation of any Construction, Sou~hwestern Power 
incumbent appointed to any civil office or Administration 
position which may become vacant during Amendment No. 9: Appropriates $3,375,000 
the fiscal year beginning on July 1, 1951: as proposed by the House, instead of $2,564,-
Provided, That this inhibition shall not 400 -as proposed by the Senate. This action 
apply- · provides within the total amount appropri-

"(a) to not to exceed 25 per centum of all ated the sum of $500,000 for miscellaneous 
vacancies; construction, $250,000 for the purchase of 

"(b) to positions filled from within the electric power and energy and for leasing of 
department; transmission facilities of others, and $810,600 

"(c) to offices or positions requhied by law for continuation of construction of the fa-
to be filled by appointment of the President cilities designated as comprising the western 
by and with the advice and consent of the Missouri project. 
Senate; With respect to the western Missouri proj-

"(d) to positions the personnel of which ect, it is expected that a determined effort 
are ·engaged in health and safety, law en_. will be made by the Secretary of the Interior 
forcement, operation and maintenance, soil to negotiate with the private utilities to ob-
and moisture, and forestry activities in the tain a contract that will make unnecessary 
field, exclusive of administrative personnel the use of this appropriation for such proj-
not directly connected with the operation ect and that no new obligation will be in-
of any such specific activity; curred under authority of this appropriation 

" ( e) to seasonal and casual workers: for such project unless the Secretary of the 
Provided further, That with the exception of Interior determines, after such negotiations, 
the agencies and functions listed in (b) · that additional facilities of such project are 
through ( e) above, not more than 90 per required to be constructed by the Govern-
centum of the amounts shown in the Budget ment for the integration of Federal projects 
estimates for personal services shall be avail- or for service to a Federal establishment or 
able for such purpose: Provided further. preferred customer. 
That when the total number of personnel Amendment No. 10: Provides that not to 
subject to this section has been reduced to exceed $586,800 of the construction appro-
90 per centum of the total provided for in priation shall be available for personal serv
the Budget estimates for 1952, this section ices, as proposed by the Senate. 
may cease to apply." Amendment No. 10¥2: Reported in dis-

And the Senate agree to the same. agreement. 
The committee of conference report in dis· Amendment No. 11: Strikes out the limi-

agreement amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, tation upon the use of funds for construc-
8, 10¥2. 14, 24, 40, 53, 57, 61, 62, 63, 72, 75, tion of the western Missouri project, as pro-
83, 108, 124, and 129. posed by the Senate. 

· MICHAEL J. KIRWAN, Operation and maintenance, Southwestern 
W. F. NORRELL', Power Administration 
HENRY M. JACKSON, 
FosTER FURCOLO, Amendment No. 12: Appropriates $1,255,-
CLARENCE CANNON, · 712 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
BEN F. JENSEN, $1,275,000 as proposed by the House. 
IVOR D. FENTON, Amendment No. 13: Provides that not to 

Managers on the Part of the House. exceed $900,712 shall be available for per·-
CARL HAYDEN, sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 
JOSEPH c. O'MAHONEY, Transfer of certain facilities, Denison Dam 
PAT McCARRAN, project 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, Amendment No. 14: Reported in disagree-
Guy CORDON, ment. . 
KENNETH S. WHERRY, 

Managers on the Part of the ,r·- -. Administrative provisions, Southwestern 
Power Administration 

STATEMENT 
, The managers on the part of the House at 
~he further conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the .two Houses on the amendments 
pf the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3790) making 
appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1952, and for other purposes, submit the 
following stn.tement in explanation of the 
~ffect of the action agreed upon and recom~ 
mended in the accompanying conference 
~eport as to each of such amendmen ts, 
~1.amely: 

. OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Enforcement of Connally Hot Oil Act 

/ Amendment No. 1: Expenses: Appropri
ates $158,670 as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $174,000 as proposed by the House. 
: Amendment No. 2: Provides that not to 
exceed $137,970 shall be available for per .. 
~onal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Southeastern Power Administration 
J Amendments Nos. 3, 4, and 5: Construe:~ 
tion: Reported in disagreement. 
~· Amendment No. 6: Operation and main .. 
itenance: Appropriates $200,000, instead oi 
~$275,000 as proposed by the House and $125,..i 
"900 as proposed by the Senate . .;;• · 

Amendment No. 15: Authorizes the pur· 
chase of . 8 automobiles as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of 15 as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 16: Strikes out unneces
sary language. 

COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 
Amendment No. 17: Salaries and expenses: 

Appropriates $20,000 as proposed by the 
House, instead of $14,530 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

-""'-..NEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 
Construction 

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates $67,500,-
000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$62,000,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conferees have agreed to defer action on the 
La Grande-Baker line owing to incomplete 
information indicating its immediate need. 
It is suggested that the Department make a 
further study and resubmit the authoriza
,tion when more complete information is 
available. 
: Amendment No. 19: Provides that not to 

,exceed $8,387,470 shall be available for per• 
1sonal services, as proposed by the Senate, 
with the modification agreed to by the con· 
!erees that force account personal service~ 
Jlhall not be includecl within this limitation, 

Operation and ma-intenance 
Amendment No. 20: Appropriates $5,368,-

439 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$5,250,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 21: Provides that not to 
exceed $3,983,862 shall be available far per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Administrative provision 
Amendment No. 22: Strikes out unnec~s-

sary language. · 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Amendment ·No. 23: Management of lands 
and resources: Appropriates $7,722,605, de
letes earmarking of funds for soil and mois
ture conservation, and provides that not to 
exceed $4,864,096 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate; 
instead of making an appropriation of ~6.-
900,000 without a limitation on personal 
services, as proposed by the House. This ac
tion ra~ifies the Senate approval of $1,200,-
000 for soil and moisture con,servation, even 
though it will not be earmarked in the bill. 

Amendment No. 24: Construction: Re
ported in disagreement. 

Amendment No. 25: Deletes the proposal 
of the Senate to amend the basic law relat
ing to the distribution of receipts from sale 
of timber from the revested Oregon and · 
California grant lands. 

Amendment No. 26: Administrative pro
visions: Authorizes the purchase of 29 au
tomobiles, instead of 32 as proposed by the 
House and 25 as proposed by the Senate. 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Amendment No. 27: Salaries and expenses: 

Deletes the paragraph making one appropria
tion of $65,000,000 for all of the activities of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, as proposed by 
the Senate. . 

Health, education, and welfare services 
Amendment No. 28: Inserts· a heading. 
.t1mendment No. 29: Deletes an unneces-

sary heading. . 
Amendment No. 30: Appropriates $41,824,-

750, instead of $43,600,000 as proposed by 
the House and $41,324,750 as proposed by the 
Senate. The amount approved for health, 
education, and welfare services includes 
$400,000 to continu·e public assistance con:.. 
tributions to Indians in Arizona, and an ad
ditional $100,000 for placement services, 
making a total of $600,000 for placement serv
ices. 

Amendment No. 31: Provides that not to 
exceed $23,699,661 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 
In approving this limitation it is the in
tention of the conferees that it not be ap
plied against the budgeted amounts for per
sonal services of medical personnel, school 
teachers, and others essential to the hos
pital, disease preventative, and curative serv
ices and the educational assistance pro-
grams. 

Resources management 

Amendment No. 32: Inserts a heading. 
Amendment No. 33: Strikes out an un

necessary heading. 
Amendment No. 34: Appropriates $10,921,-

360 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
, $11,400,000 as proposed by the House . 

Amendment No. 35: Provides that not to 
exceed $6,843,485 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Construction 
Amendment No. 36: Inserts a heading. 
Amendment No. 37: Strikes out an un

necessary heading. 
Amendment No. 38: Appropriates $10,000,-

000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$12,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 39: Provides that not to 
exceed $2,500,000 shall be available for per· 
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

. Amendment No. 40: Reported in disagree~ 
1 ment. 
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General admintstrative expenses 

'Amendment No. 41: Inserts a heading. 
Amendment No. 42: Strikes out an un

necessary heading. 
Amendment No. 43: Appropriates $3,300,.;; 

747 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$3,600,000 as proposed by the House. · 

Amendment No. 44: Provides that not to 
exceed $2,693,281 shall be avallable for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Revolving fund for loans 
Amendment No. 45: Inserts a heading. 
Amendment No. 46: Strikes out an un

necessary heading. 
Payment to Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 

of Indians, Oklahoma 
Amendment No. 47: Inserts a heading. 
Amendment No. 48: Strikes out an un

necessary heading. 
Amendment No. 49: Appropriates $22,655 

as proposed by the Senate, instead of $25,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 50: Provides that not to 
exceed $21,105 shall be available for personal 
services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Administrative provisions 
Amendment No. 51: Authorizes the pur

chase of 160 automobiles, instead of 191 as 
proposed by . the House and 125 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Tribal funds 
Amendment No. 52: Makes a grammati

cal change. 
Amendment No. 53: Reported in disagree

ment. 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

General investigations 
Amendment No. 54: Appropriates $4,500,-

000, instead of $4,000,000 as proposed by the 
House and $4,600,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate. This action ratifies the action of the 
Senate in approving $100,000 for investiga
tions of the Collbran project, Colorado. 

Amendment No. 55: Provides that not to 
exceed $4,234,553 shall be available tor per
sonal services, instead of $3,163,396 as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 56: Provides that $3,• 
810,000 shall be derived from the reclama
tion fund, instead of $3,500,000 as proposed 
by the House and $3,903,500 as proposed by 
the Senate. · 

Construction and rehabilitation 
Amendment No. 57: Reported in disagree- · 

ment. 
Amendment No. 58: Appropriates $202,• ,· 

767,725, instead of $197,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $208,535,450 as proposed 
by the Senate. The allotment of the ap
propriation to the projects covered by the 
budget estimates is left to the administra
tive determinatio:a of the Secretary of the 
Interior with the understanding that funds 
will not be allocated in excess of the respec
tive sums indicated in column 4 of the proj
ect breakdown appearing at pages 15 and 16 
of Senate Report No. 499, and that there 
wm be no allocation of current year or prior 
appropriations for any project item not here
tofore appropriated for or Included In the 
fiscal 1952 program presented :to Congress 
or for any project item eliminated by the 
action of the House, the Senate, or both, 
upon the budget estimates, with the follow
ing exceptions : The managers on the part 
of the both Houses agree that of the 1952 
appropriation $191,000 ls to be available 
for operation and maintenance of the All· 
American Canal, as provided for in the Sen
ate report; that $500,000 is to be available 
for the initiation of construction of a single 
circuit 230-kilovolt transmission line, for 
other than customer service, from Folsom 
Dam power plant to interconnect at the 
nearest feasible point with the east side 
Shasta-Tracy transmission line; that the 
Secretary should make available from un
obligated balances of prior appropriations 

,"'f. 
approximately $1,463,000 for emergency work 
on the Middle Rio Grande project, New Mex
ico; and that the proposed allocation of an 
additional $185,000 to the Rapid Valley unit, 
South Dakota, is not approved. 

It is to be understood that this action by 
the conferees expressly denies any ap· 
propriation for the following transmission 
facilities: 

Central Valley project, California 
Amount of 1952 

· estimate 
Keswick-Tracy via Elverta 115-

kilovolt line __________________ $1, 400, 000 
Port Chicago-Mare Island 115-

kilovolt line and 2 substa-
tions------------------------

Tracy-Patterson-Naval Supply 69-
kilovolt line and 2 substa-
tions ------------------------

CVP-BPA interconnection and 
substation, 230-kilovolt, in-
cluding $400,000 contained in 

300,000 

450,000 

S. Doc. 39____________________ 2, 100, 000 
Tracy-Livermore-Ames Labora-

tory line and substation _____ _ 
Tracy - Contra Costa - Clayton- · 

Ygnacio 69-kilovolt line and 2 
substations -----------------

Keswick-Shasta Dam area PUD 
115-kilovolt line and substa-
tion -------------------------

Elverta-Sacramento switchyard __ 

Total 1952 estimate disal-

700,000 

201,170 . 

105,308 
150,000 

lowed _______ ·----------- 5, 406, 478 

Colorado-Big Thompson project, Colorado 
The $100,000 included in the · 1952 budget 

estimates for the EStes-Leyner 115-kilovolt' 
transmission line has been disallowed, but 
for the Estes power plant-Pole Hill power 

· plant 115-kilovolt line $100,000 has been 
approved for the 1952 program. 

Minidoka project, American Falls power divi· 
sion, Idaho 

Amount of 1952 
estimate 

American Falls power plant _____ $1, 067, ooo 
American Falls switchyard______ 133, 000 
Transmission line · (American 

Falls-Minidoka Dam)--------- 100, 000 

Total 1952 estimate dis
allowed________________ l, 300, 000 

Transmission division, Missouri River Basin 
Amount of 1952 

estimate 
Canyon Ferry-Great Falls 115-

kilovolt line and substation____ $753, 450 
Canyon Ferry-Three Forks-Ana-

conda 115-kllovolt lines and 
substations ------------------- 703, 000 

Miles City-Yellowtail 115-kilovolt 
lines and substations _________ _ 

Yellowtail - Billings 115-kilovolt 
lines and substations _________ _ 

Sioux City-Omaha line __________ _ 
Omaha substation ______________ _ 
Sioux City-Storm Lake line ______ _ 
Storm Lake - Denison - Holland-

85,000 

810,000 
207,4153 
70,242 

118,428 

Omaha line___________________ 30, 624 
Sioux City-Sibley line____________ 467, 643 
Additional reduction____________ 500, 490 

Total 1952 estimate disal
lowed------------------- 3,746,340 

The managers on the part 'of both Houses 
strongly reaftlrm the language contained in 
the House committee report accompanying 
H. R. 3790 with reference to prohibiting the 
proposed interconnection of the Central 
Valley power system and the Bonneville 
power system. Reports have been received 
that work on the proposed intertie has con· 
tinued despite the categoric denial of funds 
1n the reports issued by the Appropriations 
Committees of both the House and the Sen
ate this year and approved by both Houses 

of Congress, and a similar categoric injunc
tion last year approved by both Houses of 
Congress ·denying the use of funds for this 
purpose, . 

The conferees hereby request the Secretary 
of the Interior to submit immediately a full 
and complete report including disciplinary 
action taken by him in this case. 

Amendment No. 59: Provides that not to 
exceed $38,104,672 shall be avallable for per· 
sonal services, instead of $29,160,408 as pro• 
posed by the. Senate. 

Amendment No. 60: Provides that $28,· 
972,650 shall be derived from the reclama
tion fund as proposed by the Senate, instead 
Of $29,202,200 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 61: Reported in disagree .. 
ment. 

Amendment No. 62: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 63: Reported hi disagree· 
ment. 

Operation and maintenance 
Amendment No. 64: Appropriates $15,977,• 

594 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
~15,094,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 65: Strikes out unneces-
, sary words. . · i 

Amendment No. 66: Provides that $12,476-
494 shall be derived from the reclamation 
fund . as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$12,592,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No . . 67: Strikes out unneces-· 
sary wor.ds. . 

Amendment No. 68: Provides that not to 
exceed $10,698,514 shall be available for per
sonal services, instead of $10,331,434 as pro• 
p0sed by the Senate. 

General administrative expenses 
Amendment No. 69: Appropriates $5,478,· 

203 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$5,500,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 70: Provides that not to 
exceed $4,696,178 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Emergency fund 
Amendment No. 71: Appropriates $400,000 

as proposed by the Senate, instead of $500,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Transfer of facilities, Fort Peck project, 
Montana 

Amendment No. 72: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Administrative provisions 
Amendment No. 73: Authorizes not to ex .. 

ceed $50,000 for consultant services as pro-' 
posed by the Senate, instead of $30,000 as· 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 74: Increases to $100 per 
ciay the amount that can be paid for con- ' 
sultant services as proposed by the Senate, . 
instead of $50 per day as proposed by the 
House. · 

Amendment No. 75: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendments Nos. 76 and 77: Strike out 
limitations inserted by the House, as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, and 
83: Coachella distribution system: Author
ize expenditures of not to exceed $2,783,000 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of not to 
exceed $1,684,000 as proposed by the House, 
for completion of construction of the Coa
chella division of the All-American Canal 
system·; make the expenditure of such funds 
mandatory as proposed by the Senate, in
stead of permissive as proposed by the House; 
and instead of requiring a definite repay
ment arrangement in advance of expendi
ture as proposed by the House, adopt the 
proposal of the Senate that such expendi
ture shall be repayable unless it shall be 
judicially determined by a court of compe
tent jurisdiction that the irrigation district 
1s not liable therefor. Amendment No. 83 is 
reported in disagreement. 
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GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

Amendment No. 84: Appropriates $21 ,300,-
000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$21,900,000 as proposed by the House .. 

Amendment No. 85: Provides that not to 
exceed $13,455,000 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

BUREAU OF MINES 

Conservation and development of mineral 
resources 

Amendment No. 86: Appropriates $16,-
858,603 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$17,950,000 as proposed by the House. The 
conferees have approved $356,000 for control 
of fires in inactive coal deposits, such sum to 
be absorbed from the total_ appropriation 
approved for the conservation and develop
ment of mineral resources. The entire 
amount of the budget estimate for .engi
neering and other research on the develop
ment and production of petroleum and, nat
ural gas has been approved by the conferees. 
No reduction is to be made in the sums to 
be available for personal services with re
spect to the two aforementioned activities: 
$91,775 is to be available for personal serv
foes at the Laramie Station and $545,572 is 
to be available for personal ~ervices at the 
Bartlettsville Station. 

Amendment No. 87: Provides that not to 
exceed $10,446,575 shall be available for per
~onal services, as proposed by the Senate. · 

Construction 
Amendment No. 88: Appropriates $1,587,-

412 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$1,250,000 as . proposed by the House. This 
action includes approval .of $350,000 for com
pletion of the pilot · plant- started dur~ng 
World War II at Laramie, Wyo., for resear.ch 
by the Bureau of Mines on the production 
cif alumina from !ow-grade ores. The ores 
to be experimented with are different from · 
~auxite ores found in other areas of the 
country. In approving this appropriation it 
is the intent of the conferees that, even 
though the experimental operations will not 
be financed from this appropriation, no re
search shall be conducted at this station on 
processes or methods, whether patented or 
not, unless all royalty and other valuable 
rights to developments or discoveries from 
&uch research accrue exclusively to the Gov-
ernment. · 

Amendment No. 89: Provides that not to 
exceed $113,287 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

General administrative expenses 
Amendment No. 90: Appropriates $1 ,176,841 

as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,290,-
000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 91: Provides that not to 
exceed $1 ,0lS,434 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed· by the Senate. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Management an d protection 
Amendment No. 92 : Provides that not to 

exceed $6,584,342 shall be available for per
srnal services, as proposed by t he Senate. 

Maintenance and rehab i litation of physical 
faci lities 

Amendment No. 93: Appropriates $7,369,-
790 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$7,300,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 94: Provides that not· to 
~xceed $4,193,747 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Construction 

Amendment No. 95; Appropriates $11,-
370,000 as ·proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$11,975,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 96: Provides that not to 
exceed $945,000 shall be available for personal 
services, as proposed by the Senate. 

.~-

General administrative expenses 
Amendment No. 97: Appropriates $1,171,-

774 · as proposed by the Senate, instead' of 
$1,284,500 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 98: Provides that not to" 
exceed $1,014,538 shall be availa.ble for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Management of resources 
Amendment No. 99: Appropriates $6,678,-

196, instead of $6,870,000 as proposed by the 
House and $6,606,558 as proposed by the 
Senate. This action restores the amount 
of $263,442 contained in the budget estimate 
for river basin studies except that the entire 
sum appropriated is · to be subject to the 
reduction in funds to be available for per
sonal services. 

Amendment No. 100: Provides that not to 
exceed $4,259,363 shall be available for per
sonal services, as _proposed by the Senate. 

Investigations · of resources 
Amendment No. 101: Appropriates . $3,-

858,986 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$3,875,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 102: Provides that not to 
exceed $2,487,629 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 103: Strikes out the pro
posal of the Senate to prevent the use of 
this appropriation for investigations, sur
veys, and similar work in foreign countries. 

Construction 
Amendment No. 104: Appropriates $733,-

742 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$750,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 105: Provides that not to 
exceed $146,324 shall be· available for per
~onal· services, as proposed by the Senate. 

General administrative expenses 
Amendment No. 106: Appropriates $806,-

631 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$882,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 107: Provides that not to 
exceed $678,319 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

OFFICE OF TERRITORIES 

Amendment No. 108: Administration of 
Territories: Reported in disagreement. 

Alaska public works 
Amendmen't No. 109 : Appropriates $7,-

000,000. as proposed by the· House, instead of 
$8,500,000 as ·proposed by the Senate. 
. Amendment No. 110: Provides that not to 
exceed $463,000 shall be available for ad
ministrative expenses as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $500,000 for this purpose 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 111: Provides that not to 
exceed $333,000 shall be available for per
son ftl services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Construction of roads, Alaska 
Amendment No. 112: Provides for not to 

exceed $2,493,000 shall be available for per
sonal services, as provided by the Senate. 
Operati on and maintenance of roads, Alaska 

Amendment No. 113: Appropriates $2,900,- · 
000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$2,600,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 114: Provides that not to 
exceed $1,935,840 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the· Senate. 

Administrative provisions (Alaska Road 
Commission) 

Amendment No. 115: Provides that not to 
exceed 20 percent of the construction appro
priation be available for force account work 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of not to 
exceed 25 percent as propose_d by the House. 

Virgin ·Islands public works 
Amendment No. 116: Appropriates $992,-

970 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$1,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 117: Provides that not 
to exceed $63,270 shall be available for per
sonal services, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 118: Inserts a proviso that 
nq part of the appropriation shall be _used 
for waterfront development work · on St. 
Thomas and provides _that the amount in
cluded ·in the 1952 budget estimates for such 
work be made available for school and hos
pital facilities, as proposed by the Senate. 
Administration, Department of the Interior 

Amendment No. 119: Salaries and ex
pe.nses, Office of the Secretary: Appropriates 
$2,154,911 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $2,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 120: Provides that not 
to exceed $1,890,798 shall be available for per
sonal serviqes, as proposed by the Senate. 

Rescission of unused contract authority 
Amendment No. 121: Strikes out the word 

"unused" and in lieu thereof inserts the 
word "unobligated", as proposed by the Sen
ate. 

Amendment No. 122: Changes the effec
tive date of the rescission from June 30, 
1951, as proposed by the House, to June 30, 
1952, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 123: .Adopts the Senate 
proposal to strike out the words "except pub
lic works in the Virgin Islands". 
Transfers of property-Office of Territor?es 

Amendment No. 124: Reported in disagree-
men~ 1 

Virgin Islands Corporation 
Amendment No. 125: Appropriates $2,595,-

000 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$1,800,000 as proposed by the House. 

GENERAL PRO:VISIONS 

Expenditures for informational and propa
ganda purposes 

Amendment No. 126: Strikes out the pro
posal of the House for limiting the use of 
funds for propaganda purposes, and adopts 
the proposal of the Senate to impose limi
tations upon expenditures for such purposes; 
but modifies the Senate proposal by adding 
at the end thereof a pro:vision that the limi
tation shall not apply to the publication of 
reports and maps resulting from authorized 
scientific and engineering investigations and 
surveys or to photography incident to the 
compilation ·and reproduction of maps and 
reports or to photocopying of permanent 
r_ecords for preservation. 

~- Limitation on employment of chaufjeµrs 
t- • Amendment No. 127: Adopts the amend

ment of the Senate limiting the employment 
of chauffeurs of Government-owned cars, but 
restricts its operation to the District of 
Columbia and excepts the automobile as
signed to the Secretary and that assigned 
to the Under Secretary. 

Em ployees engaged in personnel work 
Amendment No. 128: Adopts the amend

ment of the Senate limiting the number of 
persons to be engaged in personnel work, but 
changes the proposed . ratio of 1 such em
ployee to 115 employees to 1 such employee 
to 110 employees. 

Antistri ke provision 
Amendment No. 129: Reported in disagree

ment. 

Expenditures during final quarter of fiscal 
year 

. Amendment No. 130: Strikes out the pro
posal of the Senate to limit the expenditures 
for certain purposes during the · last quar
ter of the fiscal year to not to exceed the 
average quarterly amount of such expendi
tures during the preceding three quarters of 
the fiscal year, except where the Director of 
the Bureau of the Budget authorizes other
wise. It is the intention of the conferees 
that excessive last-quarter purchases be pre-
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vented so that accumulated last-quarter bal
ances revert to the Treasury. 

Limitation on filling vacancies 
Amendment No. 131: Strikes out the House 

provision limiting the filling of vacancies 
and the Senate proposal enumerating reduc
tions already made in the various paragraphs 
throughout the bill, and inserts a modified 
proposal for limiting the filling of vacancies. 
Section ( d) of the modified proposal enu
merates several categories of essential em
ployment which are exempted from the in
hibition on filling vacancies. In order to 
obviate questions as to the scope of such 
exempt categories it is intended that the fol
lowing sums be exempted with respect to 
each: 
Health. and safety _______________ $3, 092, 862 
Law enforcement______________ 630,835 
Operation and maintenance ____ 50, 270, 408 
Soil and moisture______________ 2;323, 266 
Forestry----------------------- 1, 976, 379 

Total--------------------$58,293,750 
It is intended that the exemptions not in

clude supervisory, clerical, and related types 
of personnel, such as "white-collar" admin
istrative personnel, not directly connected 
With the operation of any such specific :lleld 
activity. · 

It is also intended that all savings effected 
pursuant to the modified restriction recom
mended With respect to filling vacancies are 
not to be expended for other purposes but 
that any such sums are to be impounded and 
rP.tnrned to the Treasury. 

MICHAEL J. KmWAN, 
W. F. NORRELL, 
HENRY M. JACKSON, 
FOSTER FURCOLO, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
BEN F. JENSEN, 
IVOR D. FENTON, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yieid 
myself 5 minutes. · ' 

Mr. Speaker, we submitted this con
ference report some 2 weeks ago, , At 
that time there was a deep and con
cerned division of opinion regarding the 
so-called Ferguson amendment of the 
other body and the Jensen amendment 
of the House. So, at the instruction of 
the House, we went back to conference. 
I am glad to report to you today that the 
committee is submitting a conference 
report that has been signed without ex
ception by all members of the confer
ence committee of the House and of the 
other body, except the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. TABER] who is out of 
town, but including the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] to whom I shall yield · 
shortly. · 

So, Mr. Speaker, we have given con
sideration to the general outline fol
lowed in the independent offices appro
priation ·bill, which P-as been agreed to, 
making, of course, some exceptions 
which necessarily had to be made, and 
which the gentleman from Iowa under-
stands thoroughly. · 

Regarding the other features of the 
report, I would like to say we considered 
in connection with this bill a total budget 
estimate of $559,286,00.0. The House al
lowed, when we passed the bill original
ly, $496,764,500. The other body passed 
the bill allowing a total amount of $518, ... 
065,353. The conference r~port, I be
lieve, would provide for a total in agree .. · 
ment of $511,523,316. In addition to 
this we will move to insert $700,000 and 
$318,500 in connection with amend;_;. 

ments in disagreement, and, if approved, trator makes a sincere, serious, and ear
this will make a final total of $511,841,- nest effort to negotiate contracts with 
816. We make one rescission regarding private companies in order to wheel this 
the transmission line which was origi- power. 
nally authorized and ft.ppropriated -for I want to say to the gentleman and 
late last year from Buggs Island to this House that although Southwest 
Langley Field, the rescission being ap- Power has negotiated contracts in Texas 
proximately $1,750,000, that will not be and Oklahoma they stu.bbornly refuse to 
needed and a wl:l~eling contract may be negotiate a contract with the Empire 
entered into between the Government District Electric Co. at Joplin in south
and the private utilities in that area. west Missouri that is ready, willing, and 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to take up able to supply this power. You ought to 
the time o! the House further and now spank the Administrator and tell Mr. 
yield 7 minutes to the gentleman from Do,uglas Wright where to head in. 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. Mr. JENSEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, the gen- have no intention, nor do I kilow that 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. NORRELL], any Member has any intention, of offer
has just explained a number of the es- ing an amendment to this report with 
sential points in this conference report. regard to the Southwest Power problem. 

I will not say that I am in complete But I felt obligated to speak about it 
agreement, as is my colleague of the today here on the floor of th13 House of 
minority side, the gentleman from Penn- Representatives of the United States of 
s.ylvania [Mr. FENTON], as to all compro- America for the purpose of letting all 
mises reached by the conferees. Gen- Government employees know that Con
e.rally speaking, this is a goed bill with gress is still the law-making body o{ 
a few exceptions which I did not agree this Nation, that we want to give every
to in committee, I am pleased to say body a square deal, and that we expect 
that a fair compromise was reached in the people who work for the Govern
relation to the Jensen amendment. I ment to adhere to the directives of , the 
signed the conference report due to the elected representatives of the people. 
fact that we were in agreement on most Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
items in the bill. gentleman yield further? 

There is a little matter I feel I should Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
mention at this time, and that is the Mr. SHORT. But, of course, these 
position which the Congress has taken bureaucrats, drunk with power and hun
in respect to the buliding of transmis- gry for more,.ignore the Congress-have 
sion lines throughout the Nation. become bigger than the Congr,ess ·of the 

Congress has set out a power policy United States. 
which is very clear and concise; which I am not asking any favors for my 
in effect is that where either a private district; all I am asking is equal treat
utility, the REA, municipal power, or ment; all I want is justice. I am not 
a combination of any two of them or only going to ask it-in fact, I am going 
all of them combined are able, ready, to demand it and fight for it; and I think 
and willing to build necessary trans- that the members of your committee, or 
mission lines to wheel power from Fed- you, can solve the problem yourselves, 
eral hydro dams to preferred custom- you and the Senators over there. If you 
ers as set out in basic law at reasonable speak to Mr. Wright in no uncertain 
rates, shall be permitted to do so, in- terms, perhaps he will heed the ad
stead of appropriating the taxpayers' monition. 
money "to build such unnecessary lines. Mr. SMITH of Vi:rginia. Mr. Speaker, 

We have had some difficulty, for in- will the gentleman yield? 
stance, in the Southwest Power Ad- Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
ministration area. It seems that irre- Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I would like 
spective of what the Congress has to get an over-all picture of this appro.
directed, the administrator appears re- priation bill. As it passed the House it 
luctant to obey or adhere to it. We carried $498,000,000 in round figures; the 
have had that trouble in other areas in other body raised that to $526,000,000 in 
bygone days, but I am glad to say that round figures; the conferees reduced it 
the differences have been resolved and to $511,000,000 in round figures. Is that 
all concerned are now working in har- the true picture of this appropriation 
mony to a very fine degree to the benefit" bill? · 
of the power users. But I do want it Mr. JENSEN. Yes; in round numbers. 
to be known that the Congress has estab- Mr. SMITH of Virginia. What was 
lished the very definite power policy the budget estimate? 
which I have just stated; and the Con- Mr. NORRELL. I stated that a while 
gress expects all Government employees ago, but, if the gentleman from Iowa will 
to live up to that policy. ·yield, I will restate it for the benefit of 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the the gentleman from Virginia. The total 
gentleman yield? ~ budget estimate considered by the House 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. was $559,286,000. As reported by the 
Mr. SHORT. The Administrator is House committee, the bill . contained 

not living up to the clear intent of the $520,031,500; then, as passed by the 
Congress. My amendment which passed House, it contained $496,765,500; as 
by an overwhelming vote here has been passed by the Senate, it contained $518,
stricken by the conferees. It would have 065,350; then, as agreed to by the con
prohibited the expenditure of money for ferees, the total amount is $511,865,336. 
the construction of certain parallel lines' Of course, there is involved in that the 
in southwest Missouri. It is the policy,; sum of $750,000. 
I think, of the Congress that these lines ; The SPEAKER. The time of the gen• 
.should not be built until the Adminis .. _ tleman from Iowa has expired. · 
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Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield· 

such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there are 
3,600 farm families in Missouri whose 
hope of having electric service and mod
ern living conditions depend on the deci
sion made on this ·amendment. I hardly 
think they would be willing to have the 
power policy of the Congress or of the 
United States determined by the re
marks of someone here on the floor this 
afternoon who would condemn them to · 
darkness and drudgery for the rest of . 
tneir-earthly life. What has been tertned · 
''unnecessary" and "duplicating" ·trans- . 
mission lines here today are as a matter . 
of fact ail the lines the Government p1;0- · 
poses in order to transrhit power from · 
hydro dams built with public money to 
the farmers, the-R]i:A eooperatives, the 
municipally owned electric systems, the 
public bodies generally. 

This so-called wheeling policy may 
well be viewed with a high degree of 
suspicion by those who are looking to · 
Congress for emancipation from serf
dom and peonage' in rural America and 
those who represent them here on- the . 
floor. The Congress· certainly · has not 
established any policy, definite or other
wise, to put the customers who ar'e by 
law entitled to preference in purchasing' 
power and energy from flood-control 
dams at the mercy of pdvate monopolies. 
These private power companies and their 
spokesmen are trying to bore in with 
what they have come to call a wheeling· 
policy. Actually, this is nothing but a 
policy to force the Government to let 
such private companies decide how Gov
ernment power shall be transmitted, over 
whose lines it shall move, and ultimately 
who shall be able to buy it and at what 
rates. 

The power policy of the Congress has 
been written into the law of the land. 
It is set forth in the reclamation law·; 
it is in the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Act, the Bonneville Power Act, the Rural 
Electrificatio_n Act, section 5 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1944, and other such 
statutes. 

This statutory policy is not to be con
sidered as changed by repeated, con
cerned, and patent efforts to alter it with 
speeches in Congress or elsewhere. 

If contracts can be negotiated for using 
transmission liries of other Government 
agencies, of REA cooperatives, or of 
privately owned electric companies, 
thereby avoiding construction of lines 
by the Southwestern Power Administra
tion, or by other Government agencies 
in other areas, that may be well and 
good, provided-and this is the impor
tant part-provided that all the empha
sis is upon getting power to the cus
tomers preferred under the law at the 
lowest possible rates. The advocates of 
a mandatory "wheeling" policy do not 
emphasize those points, and it is obvious · 
that they have in mind no such em
phasis or results or objectives. 

It is too clear and toci well established 
by law and practice to be altered or 
amended by speech-making or adroit 
phrases that the power policy of the 
United States Government and the Con
gress is to get publicly generated power 
to the customers preferred by the law, to 

get it to them without delays, to get it 
to them in adequate volume for their 
needs and without burdensome restr.ic
tions on its use, and to get it to them at 
the cheapest possible rates consistent 
with self-liquidation of the Goverriment's 
investment in power facilities. 

Let the Administrator of the South
west Power Administration, Douglas 
Wright, who was referred to a moment 
ago, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
all others ·in positions of responsibility 
relating to puplic power. follow that pol
icy and this so-called "wheeling" busi-
ness will take care of itself. ' 

. Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The -previous question was ordered: 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the· conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 

- A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
Senate amendments which are reported 
in· disagreement be considered en bloc: 
Neis ... 53, 61, 62, 63, 72, ·75, . 108 ahd-129. : 
. The SPEAKER. Is . there objection · 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
The· Clerk read the se·nate amend-· 

men ts, as follows: 
· Senate amendment No. 53: Page.17, line 24, 

after the word. "appropriation", insert "or · 
other tribal funds.'' 

Senate amendment No. 61: Page 20, line l, 
strike out "Provided" and the bal-mce of the 
line, also lines 2 to 5 and insut the follow
ing ": Provided, That no part of this appro
priation shall be used to initiate the con
struction of transmission facilities within 
those areas covered by power wheeling service 
contracts which include provision for service 
to Federal establishments ·and preferred cus
tomers, except those transmission· facilities 
fol' which construction funds have been here
tofore appropriated, those facilities which are 
necessary to carry out the terms of ~uch con
tracts or those facilities for which the Secre-· 
tary of the Interior finds the wheeling agency 
is unable or unwilling to provide for the 
integration of Federal projects or for serv
ice to a Federal establishment or preferred 
customer." 

Senate amendment No. 62: Page 20, line 17, 
insert ": Provided further, That in order to 
promote agreement among the States of Ne
braska, Wyoming, and Colorado, and to avoid 
any possible alteration of existing vested 
,water rights, no part of this or of any prior 
appropriation shall be used for construction 
or for further commitment for construction 
of the Glendo unit or any feature thereof, 
until a definite plan report thereon has been 
completed, reviewed by the States of Ne
braska, Wyoming, and Colorado, and ap
proved by Congress.'' 

Senate amendment No. 63: Page 20, line 
24, insert ": Provided further, That no part of 
this or prior appropriations shall be used for 
construction nor for further commitments to 
construction of Moorhead Dam and Reservoir, 
:Montana, or any feature thereof until a defi
nite plan report thereon has been com
pleted, reviewed by ti•e States of Wyoming 
and Montana, and approved by the Congress." 

Senate amendment No. 72: Page 23, line 
1, insert: 

''TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FACILITIES, FORT PECK 
PROJECT, MONTANA 

· "The Secretary of the Army is hereby au
_ thorized to transfer to ·the Department of 

the Interior· without exchange of funds, all 
of the right, title, and interest of the De
partment of the Army in and to the follow
ing facilities, including_ rights-of-way (ex
cept that portion of the rights-of-way with'
in the Fort Peck Reservoir area) , but there 
shall be reserved the right to use the power 
facilities for the purpose of transmitting 
power to the Fort Peck project during emer
gency periods when the Fort · Peck power 
plant is not functioning: (a) the Fort Peck
Rainbow (Great Falls) 161 kilovolt trans
mission line; (b) the Rainbow (Great Falls) 
terminal facilities; and (c) the Fort Peck
Whatley 50 kilovolt transmission line and 
substation." 

senate amendment No. 75: Page 25, line 
3, .strike out "as authorized l:>Y law" .:and . 
insert "and investigation and .recove-ry of · 
archeological and ·paleontological remains in 
such area~ Jn the · same manner as provid:ed 
for in the act of August 2i, 1935 (16 U. S. C. 
46l-46!7) ." . . . ~ 
- Senate amendment No. 108: Page 38, strike 

out lines 3 to- 6-, inclusive, and insert the 
following: 

"For expenses necessary for the adminis- . 
tration of Territories and the Trust Terri
tory of the Pacific . !:;;lands und.er the juris
diction of. the Department of the Interior, . 
including. expenses of the offices of the Gov
ernors of Alaska.- Hawaii, ·Guam, American · 
Samoa, as authodzed by law (48 U. s. ·c., . 
s'ecs. 61, 531, 1422; 143ia ( c), expenses of the 
Government of. the Virgin Islands including . 
the agricultural station, as authorized by -
law (48 U. S. C. 1405, 7 U. S. C. 386g), and . 
expenses of the High Commissioner of the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Is~ands ap
pointed pursuant to the trusteeship agree
ment approved by Public Law 204, Eightieth· 
Congress;. · compensatio.n and mileage of 
members of the legislatures in Alaska, Hawaii, 
Guam, and · Amerkan Samoa as authorized 
by law (48 U. s. c., secs. 87, 599, 1421d (e), 
and 1431a (c)); compensation and expenses 
of · the judiciary in American Samoa as au
thorized by law (48 U. S. C. 1431a (c)) and 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 
under the trusteeship agreement approved 
by Public Law 204, Eightieth Congress; care 
of insane as authorized by law for Alaska 
(48 U. S. C. 46-50); grants to the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, Amer.lean Samoa, and the 
Tru·st Territory of the Pacific Islands, in 
addition to current local revenues, for sup
port of governmental functions; and not to 
exceed $50,000 for personal services, house
hold equipment and furnishings, and utUi
ties necessary in the operation of the several 
Governors' ·houses; $7,020,000, of which not 
to exceed $811,865 shall be available for per
sonal services: Provided, That the Territorial 
and local governments of the Virgin Islands, 
Guam, American Samoa, and the Trust Ter
ritory of the Pacific Islands are authorized 
to make purchases through the General 
Services Administration: Provided further, 
That appropriations available for the ad
ministration of Territories, including the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, may be 
expended for the purchase, maintenance, 
and operation of not to exceed four aircraft, 
one AK and six AKL type surface vessels, and 
such minor vessels as may be required, for 
official purposes and for commercial trans
portation purposes found by the Secretary 
to be necessary in carrying out the provi
sions of article 6 (2) of the trusteeship 
agreement approved by Public Law 204, 
Eightieth Congress." 

Senate amendment No. 129: Page 49, line 
3, insert the following: 
· "SEC. 304. No part of any appropriation 
contained in this act, or of the funds avail
e,ble for expenditure by any corporation in
~luded in this act; shall be used to pay the 
salary or wages of any person who engages 
fn a strike against the Government of the 
United States or who is a member of an 
organization of Government employees that 
asserts the right to strike against the Gov-
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ernment of the United States, or who advo
cates, or is a member of an organization 
that advocates, 'the overthrow of the Gov
ernment of the United States by force or vio
lence:. Provided, That for the purposes hereof 
an affidavit shall be co~sidered prima facie 
evidence that the person making the affidavit 
has not contrary to the provisions · of this 
section .engaged in a strike against the Gov
ernment of the United States, is not a mem
ber of an organization of Government em
ployees that asserts the right to strike against 
the Government of the United States, or that 
such person does not advocate, and is not a 
member of an organization that advocates, 
the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or· violence: Provided 
further, That any person who engages in a 
strike against the Government of the United 
States or who is a member of an organization 
of Government employees that asserts the 
right to strike against the Government of 
the United_ St ates, or who advocates, or 
who is a member cif an organization that 
advocates, the overthrow of the Government 
of the United States by force or violence, 
and accepts employment the salary or wages 
for which are paid from any appropriation or 
fund contained in this act shall be guilty of 
a felony and,. upon conviction, shall be fined 
.not more than $1,000 or imprisoned for not 
more than 1 year, or both: Provided further, 
That the l:J.bove penalty clause shall be . in 
addition to, and not in substitution for, . any 
other provisions of existing law: Provided 
further, That in cases of emergency, caused 
by fire, 11ood, storm, act of God, or sabotage, 
persons m·ay be emp~oyed for periods of not 
more than 30 days and be paid salaries and 
wages without the necessity of inquiring into 
their membership in any organization." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr; Speaker, I offer 
a motion. -

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves ·that the House recede 

from -its disagreement to the following 
amendments of the Senate and concur 
therein: Amendments Nos. 63, 61, 62, 63, 72, 
75, 108, and 129. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the first amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as f o.llows: 
Senate amendment No. 3: Page 2, line 5, 

insert "Construction, Southeastern Power 
Administration." · 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the· House recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 4: Page 2, line 7, 

insert: 
"For construction and acquisltion of 

transmission lines, substations, and appur
tenant facilities , and for administrative ex-

. penses connected therewith, in carrying out 
the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Con
trol Act of 1944 ( 16 U. s. C. 825s) , as applied 
to the southeastern power area, to remain 
available unt il expended, $342,020." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 4, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: "In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert 
'$318,500.' .. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, this 
motion puts in funds only for the con
struction of a line from Clark Hill Dam 
to Greenwood, S. C. It leaves out the 
money put in by the Senate for a survey 
from Buggs Island Dam to Kingston, 
N. C. 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. NORRELL. I yield to the gentle
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BARDEN. It removes any provi
sion or any funds for either survey or 
construction of the line from. Buggs 
Island? · 

Mr. NORRELL. It does. 
Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker and gentle

men of the House, in the year 1933 a 
great engineer, Mr. Dan T. Duncan, sur
veyed the site and conceived the idea of 
building a dam and hydroelectric project 
on the Saluda River near Ninety Six, S. 
C .. in Greenwood County. This idea ap
pealed to the leading citizens of Green
wood County. On November 16, 1933, 
Greenwood County applied to the Pub
lic Works Administration for a loan and 
grant to construct this hydroelectric 
system. It was approved June 19, 1934. 

Duke Power Co., however, filed an in
junction. in the Federal court against 
the construction of this dam in Novem
ber' l934. From that time until January 
1938, Duke Power Co. prevented the con
struction of this dam. The case was 
foug·ht through the district court; the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals' 
and finally reached the Supreme Court 
of the United States. That Court ruled 
iri favor of the Federal Government's 
constitutional right to make . this loan 
and grant to construct the dam in Green
wood County. 

Mr. Speaker, :t wish to say to the Re
publican Members of this House that the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court at 
that time was one of your great lead~ 
ers, Charles Evans Hughes. Some other 
famous members of that renowned Court 
were Van Devanter, Brandeis and Harlan 
F. Stone. Greenwood County was ably 
represented during this period of litiga
tion by the Honorable Jerome Frank, 
the present Justice of the Supreme Court 
Stanley Reed, State Senator W. H. Nich
olson, from Greenwood County, and the 
late E. I. Davis. 

Had Greenwood County been per
mHted to go ahead and begin the con
struction of this dam when it was first 
approved in 1934, we would have saved 
from $500,000 to $1 ,000,000. When con
struction was finally begun, in 1938, all 
construction costs had risen considerably 
since 1934. 

The Greenwood system began oper
ation during August 1940 and has fur
nished power for the rural areas of 
Greenwood, Laurens, Newberry and Ab
beville Counties. Greenwood, Laurens, 
Ninety · Six and Abbeville municipalities 
also have received power from the sys
tem. REA's municipals and industry 
saved approximately 20 percent when 
they started using Greenwood County 
power. Over a 10-year period this has 
meant a saving of approximately $500,-
000 in power bills to the people of that 
area. Duke Power Co. also decreased 
its rates in 1938 and 1939, during the 

period of the construction ·of this dam, 
and made this savings to the people 
much more pronounced. 

At the very beginning, or during Au
gust 1938, Greenwood County requested 
terms and conditions under . which Duke 
Power Co. would sell Greenwood County 
a 10,000-kilowatt stand-by connection 
and received a reply that a service of this 
character was not furnished. Two years 
later, in May 1940, Greenwood attempted 
to make arrangements with Duke to ·use 
their existing facilities between New
berry, Parr Shoals, and Lake Murray for 
interchange of power and to avoid a dup
lication of existing lines. Duke's answer 
to this was: "Our transmission facilities 
were constructed, and are operated, 
solely for the purpose of meeting the 
demands of our system in transmission-of 
our power from the points of generation 
to the points of consumption." Times 
have certainly changed. In 1951, Duke's 
omcials appeared before the House Ap
propriations Subcommittee and offered 
to transmit power to Greenwood from 
Clark Hill over a line they would con
struct without even approaching Green
wood County representatives. 

Back during 1947, Greenwood tried to 
get a connection with Duke to relieve_ a 
serious power shortage in the Abbeville 
area. Duke claimed a shortage of gen
eration on their system so Greenwood 
made arrangements with South Carolina 
Electric & Gas Co. for the generation of 
this power. Duke could npt deliver this 
power due to overloading of their trans
formers. Abbeville Mills was forced to 
search the Nation for transformers and 
finally made arrangements with the War 
Department for transformers in Hunts
ville, Ala. Two of these transformers 
were shipped from Alabama to South 
Carolina but were never used and Duke's 
existing transformers furnished this 
power very easily. The amount of power 
involved was 3,000 to 3,500 kilowatts. 

Greenwood County has been forced to 
operate as an isolated system without 
the advantages of an interconnection 
with a utility. The Greenwood Power 
Commission, which is the managing 
board, has been interested in Clark Hill 
since its inception and fl.led its applica
tion for Clark Hill power with the Sec
retary-of Interior January 14, 1948. On 
April 20, 1951, the commission entered 
into a contract with the Southeastern 
Power Administration. This contract 
was approved by the Secretary of In
terior May 16, 1951. In this contract 
the Government agreed to deliver power 
and energy to the commission at a sub
station constructed by the Government 
in the vicinity of Greenwood, S. C. 

The Commission, having been assured 
of Clark Hill power and energy, set aside 
its steam plant and transmission expan
sion program. We have relied on the 
Government carrying out its contract 
and are still depending on the Govern
ment to fulfill .its contract for the deliv
ery of power. Failure of the Govern
ment to fulfill this contract with Green
wood County will cost Greenwood thou
sands of dollars if it has to start on a 
program today which otherwise would 
have been started over a year ago. The 
problem of power supply is a long-ral1$e 
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program with generating equipment de
liveries running 3 years after an order 
is placed. If Greenwood had not been 
assured that the Government was going 
to build a line to Greenwood, it is need
less to say that Greenwood would have 
most of the materials for a line to Clark 
Hill purchased and today would have a 
definite construction program underway. 

The fact that Duke Power Co. officials 
offered to build a line to Clark Hill when 
they appeared before the House Appro
priations Subcommittee is evidence 
enough that the line will not be a dupli
cation. Today there is a load of 50,000 
kilowatts in the Greenwood area. Green
wood's contract for 5,000 kilowatts is 
misleading unless the contract is fully 
understood. Greenwood has the right 
to increase this amount and will have an 
initial installation which will transmit 
30,000 kilowatts of power to the area. 
Add to this the interchange benefits and 
it is easily understood that the people of 
Greenwood will have for the first time 
what they have been unable to get from 
Duke Power Co. the past 12 years. 

1-. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, the entire length of the trans
mission line is entirely within the dis
trict it is my honor to re;;lresent. This 
line will pass near my home at Route 1, 
Greenwood, S. C. I would like to say to 
the gentlemen of this House that I would 
not fight some project in your district 
which the people in your district desired 
and needed. I have not worked in this 
House for the construction of lines in 
your district when you wanted them 
eliminated. I am only asking similar 
treatment for the people of my district 
who need this connecting link with the 
great dam at Clark Hill. 

Gentlemen of the House, let me di
gress at this point to say that I am proud 
of my little part in the fight for Clark 
Hill. It will mean much to the people 
of South Carolina and Georgia. It will 
contribute greatly to our national de
fense effort. Let me say here that the 
people in the Savannah River Valley 
shall ever be grateful to the distin
guished gentleman from Georgia, the 
Honorable PAUL BROWN, for his great 
part in the winning battle for Clark Hill. 
Having been on the scene a'; that time, 
I attribute the successful fight for that 

local government and the people's abil
ity to manage their own affairs at the 
local level. I had a part in naming the 
present membership of that commission. 
They are men who believe in free enter
prise, who believe in individual Ameri
canism. They believe that one of the 
best ways to fight socialism and com
munism is to give the common people a 
chance; to give· them reasonable power 
rates so that they can maintain them
selves and their families on the old 
homesteads. Such projects as the 
Greenwood hydroelectric . system have 
encouraged our farmers to remain on 
the land where they are independent, 
self-reliant, and the very opposite of 
socialism. False prophets cry out that 
this transmission line is a socialistic 
trend. The opposite is true. This will 
help the farmers, municipalities, and lit
tle industries of Greenwood, Laurens, 
Abbeville, and Newberry Counties have 
power at rates that will help keep them 
free and independent. 

Mr. Speaker, if I were an artist or a· 
cartoonist today I could take you back to 
the times when the children of rural 
Greenwood County were studying their 
lessons by the light of a smokey kerosene 
lamp or by the dim light of a candle 
or a pine knot in the fireplace. I re
mind you today that in rural America, 
before REA, there were no deep freezes, 
no refrigerators, no electric milking ma
chines, no poultry houses lighted up at 
night, no electric pumps in the wells and 

. no electricity gener:}llY on the average 
American farm. Imagine during the 
present heat wave in Texas, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, and South Carolina, 
the health hazard of no fresh milk for 
the little children of the deep South and 
the Middle West. 

. great project more to PAUL BROWN, of 
Georgia, than any other American. Mr. 
BROWN is with me in this fight to pro
test the interests of the people who can
not protect themselves in any other way 
than through their duly elected Repre
sentatives. I wish to thank this fine 
committee and these conferees for seeing 
fit to honor the Southeastern Power Ad- _ 

Before the coming of REA only a small 
percentage of my rural farmers had elec
tricity. Now 95 percent of the rural 
people in Greenwood County have ·elec
tricity at reasonable rates. All I am 
asking this morning is that this House 
allow the Government to keep the faith 
of its contract with the Greenwood Power 
Commission. I hope the House will 
adopt this amendment and this confer
ence report which will greatly benefit 
the people in my home district in the 
great State of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
ministration's contract with the Green- Senate amend~e~t .. No. 5: Page 2, line 13, 
wood Power Commission. They have insert the following. The sum of $1,758,400, 

. the unobligated portion of the $1,850,000 ap-
ke~t the faith a~d hav~ upheld the peo- , - propriation contained in chapter V of the 
ple s confidence m their Government. · · second supplemental Appropriation Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be derelict in my 1951 (Public Law 911, Slst Cong.), under the 
responsibility to this occasion if I did .. heading "Department of the Interior, South
not pay tribute to the members of the eastern Power Administration, Construe. 
Greenwood Power Commission. I am tion'', is hereby rescinded and shall be car- . 
proud of my part in bringing the Green- ried to the surplus fund ·and covered into 
wood Power Commission into being. I . the ~easurr, immediately upon the approval 
was a member of the State legislature of th 5 act. 
that created this commission. I have Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 

~ not been disappointed in their discharge that the House recede and concur in the 
~f duty. They have been a tribute to Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 5, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed by said amend
ment insert: 

"The unobligated portion of the $1 ,850,000 
appropriation contained in chapter V of the 
Second Supplemental Appropriation Act, 
1951 (Public Law 911, 8lst Cong.), under the 
heading 'Department of the Interior, South
eastern Power Administration, Construc
tion', ls hereby rescinded and shall be car
ried to the surplus fund and covered into 
the Treasury immediately upon the approval 
of this act." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as· follows: 
Senate amendment No. 8: Page 3, line 25, 

after "area", insert ": Provided, That the fol- ; 
lowing paragraph under the heading 'Office 
of the Secretary, Continuing Fund, Power ; 
Transmission Facilities', in the Interior De
partment Appropriation Act, 1950 (Public · 
Law 350, 8lst Cong.), ls hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

"'coNTINl1ING FUND 

"'Continuing Fund, Power Transmission 
Facilities: All receipts from the transmission 
and sale of electric power and energy under 
the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Con- 1 

trol Act of December 22, 1944 (16 U. S. C. 1 

825s), generated or purchased in the south
western power area, shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States as miscella
neous receipts, except that tpe Treasury 
shall set up and maintain from such receipts 
a continuing fund of $300,000, including the 
sum of $100,000 in the continuing fund es
tablished under the Administrator of the 
Southwestern Power Administration in the 
First Supplemental National Defense Appro- ' 
priatlon Act, 1944 (57 Stat. 621), which shall 
be transferred to the fund hereb.y estab
lished: and said fund of $300,000 shall be 
placed to the credit of the Secretary and shall 
be subject to check by him to defray emer
gency expenses necessary to insure continuity 
of electric service and continuous operation 
of the facilities'." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 8, and . concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert ": Provided, That the paragraph under 
the heading "Office of the Secretary, Continu
ing Fund, Power Transmission Facilities," 
in the Interior Department Appropriation 
Act, 1950 (Public Law 350, 81st Cong.), is 
hereby amended by adding at the end there
of, before the final period ': Provided, That 
expenditures from this fund to cover such 
costs in connection with the purchase of 
electric power and energy and rentals for the 
use of facilities are to be made only in such 
amounts as may ·be approved annually in 
appropriation acts and for the fiscal year 
1952 such expenditures may be made not 
in excess of $250,000' ." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
'.I'he Clerk read as fallows: 
Senate amendment No. 10%: Page 5, line 

'D, after "granted", insert ": Provided, That 
$250,000 of the amount appropriated herein 
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shall be available for purchase of electric 
power and energy and for leasing of trans
mission lines and related facilities of others." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
· that the House insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amEndment No. 14: Page 6, line 1, 

insert: 
"TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FACILITIES, DENISON DAM 

PROJECT 

"The jurisdiction and control of the Deni
son-Payne 132-kilovolt transmission line ls 
hereby vested in the Secretary of the In
terior, and the interdepartmental accounts 
shall be adjusted accordingly." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 14, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: At the end 
of the last line thereof, before the final 
period, insert "without transfer of funds." 

The motion was agreed to. 
'.I'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 24 : Page 9, line 1, 

insert: 
"CONSTRUCTION 

"For construction of access roads on the 
revested Oregon & California Railroad and 
reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant 
lands·; acquisition of rights-of-way and of 
existing connecting roads adjacent to such 
lands; to remain available until expended, 
$995,000, of which not to exceed $45,000 shall 
be available for personal services: Provi(Led, 
That the amount appropriated herein for 
road construction shall be transferred to the 
Bureau of Public Roads, Departrri~nt of Com
merce." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amend-
ment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 24, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum of "$995,000" named in 
said amendment insert "$700,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree-
ment. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 40: On page 14, 

line 8, after "reservations", insert a colon 
and the following: "Provided further, That 
no part of this appropriation shall be used 
for construction or repair of the Tongue 
River Indian Reservation electric line, Mon
tana, but the Secretary is hereby authorized 
to enter into a reimbursable contract with 
the Tongue River Electric Cooperative, Inc., 
Montana, with respect to maintenance, 
operation, and subsequent transfer of own
ership of said line." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The ·Clerk read as follows: 
~r. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 40, and cohcur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: At the end 
of the last line thereof insert "and the Bu
reau of Indian Affairs ~ay accept payment 
for such line in the form of credit on elec
tric bills." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 57: Page 19, line 16, 

after "facilities", insert the following: "and 
including a payment to the Grand Coulee 
School District, Washington, for school facili
ties, proportionate to the payment made to 
the Coulee Dam District, Washington, in fis
cal 1951, based on relative enrollment of 
dependents of Bureau of Reclamation and 
contractor employees." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

froni its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 57, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed by said amendment insert 
"and including a final payment of not to ex
ceed $282,275 to the Grand Coulee School 
District, Washington, to be made for school 
facilities, in accordance with the agreement 
between the Bureau of Reclamation and the 
Grand Coulee School District, based on en
rollment of dependents of Bureau of Rec
lamation and contractor employees, such 
payment to constitute full and final discharge 
of all Federal responsibility arising out of en
rollment of dependents of employees of the 
Bureau of Reclamation and its contractors." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 83: Page 27, line 14, 

after "United States", insert the following: 
"shall be repayable by said district to the 
United States unless said district shall be 
judicially determined to be not liable there
for." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 83, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment in• 
sert "shall be repayable by said district to 
the United States unless said district shall 
be judicially determined by a court of com
petent jurisdiction to be not liable therefor." 

The motion was agreed to. , 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 124: On page 45, , 

line 6, insert the following: . · 
"SEC. 109. Transfers to the Department of 

the Interior pursuant to the Federal Property,' 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 of' 
property, other than real, excess to the needs'. 
of Federal agencies may be made at the re 
quest of the Secretary without reimburse , 
ment or transfer of funds when required by; 
the Department .for operations conducted in 

the Territories and the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. NORRELL moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 124, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment in
sert: 

"SEc. 109. Transfers to the Department of 
the Interior pursuant to the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 of 
property, other than real, excess to the needs 
of the-Navy Department may be made during 
the current fiscal year at the request of the 
Secretary of the Interior without reimburse
ment or transfer of funds when required by 
the Interior Department for operations con
ducted in the administration of tae Trust 
Territory of the Pacific Islands and Ameri
can Samoa." 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may require to the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. DoRNl. 

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD at that point where amend
ment No. 4 was under discussion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 1 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that there is no quo

, rum present. Some of us want to be 
heard on this and we have not been 
treated fairly. 

Mr. NORRELL. Why, I would be glad 
to yield time to the gentleman. May 
I say, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has 
not made any request of me for time 
at all. 

Mr. RANKIN. I certainly have been 
standing here all the time seeking rec
ognition. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider the votes by 

which action was taken on the several 
motions was laid on the table. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATION BILL, 1952 

Mr. WIDTTEN. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill <H. R. 
3973) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purposes, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the managers on 
the part of the House be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis-
· sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
,The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

follow: 

;. CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 886) 
~.~:·Tlle committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
,amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
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3973) making appropriations for the -Depart
ment of Agriculture f0r fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other p.urp0ses, having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 6, 13, 32, 43 and 66. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 3, 4, 5, 9,. 11, 12, 16, 17, 18, 23, 27, 28, 29, 
31, 33, 34, 38, 39, 40, 41, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 
51, 52, 56, 57, 59, 61, 62, 63, 64 and 70, 

Amendment numbered 1: T~at the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment 
insert "$4,750,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment iE>f the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$2,150,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
' Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$50,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$12,428,708"; and the Senate 
agree to the same: 

·Amendment numbered 10: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to ·the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$3,250,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as ·follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,475,000"; and. the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$7,250,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$3,650,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amen~
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$4,600,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$27,322,025"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
[n lieu of the sum proposed by said amend· 
ment insert "$13,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$75,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$125,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$235,500"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$260,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$256,500,000" ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$27,825,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$850,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$2,025,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$575,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 58: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$550,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65 : That t e House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken by said amend
ment insert: 

"SEC. 409. No part of any appropriation or 
authorization contained in this act shall be 
used to pay the compensation of any incum
bent appointed to any civil office or position 
which may become vacant during the fiscal 
year beginning on July l, 1951: Provided, 
That this inhibition shall not apply-

" (a) to not to exceed 25 per centum of 
all vacancies; 

"(b) to positions filled from within the de
partment; 

" ( c) to offices or positions required by law 
to be filled by appointment of the President 

by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; . 

"(d) to seasonal and casual workers; 
" ( e) to meat inspectors; 
"(f) to field employees of the Soil Con

servation Service and Production and Mar
keting Administration who provide conser
vation assistance to farmers and ranchers; 

"(g) to field operating and research em
ployees engaged in work of county offices and 
other· field locations; 

"(h) to employees of the crop and live
stock reporting service: 
Provided further, That with the exception 
of the agencies and functions listed in (a) to 
(h) above, not more than 90 per centum of 
the amounts shown in the budget estimates 
for personal services shall be available for 
such purpose: Provided further, That when 
the total number of personnel subject to this 
section has been reduced to 90 per centum 
of the total provided for in the budget esti
mates for 1952, this section may cease to 
apply: Provided further, That in addition to 
the funds otherwise allowed under this sec
tion, the following agencies shall be allowed 
additional sums for personnel as follows: 
Commodity Exchange Authority, · $58,928; 
Extension Service, salaries and expenses, $31,-
327; Office of the Secretary, $32,832; Office 
of Foreign Agricultural Relations, $26,946." 

And the Senate agree to the same. · 
Amendment numbered 68: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree 
to the same with an ·amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed by said 
amendment insert: 

"SEC. 411. E,ccept for the car officially as
signed to the Secretary of Agriculture, no 
part of any appropriation contained in tp.is 
Act shall be used to pay the compensation 
of any civilian employee of the Government 
whose principal duties consist of acting as 
chauffeur of any Government-m·:ned pas
senger motor vehicle (other than a bus or 
ambulance), unless such appropriation is 
specifically authorized to be used for pay
ing the compensation of employees perform
inf; such duties." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 69: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend- . 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the ·matter proposed by said 
amendment insert: 

"SEC. 412. No part of the money appropri
ated for the Department of Agriculture by 
this Act or made available for expenditure 
by any corporation by this Act which is iµ 
excess of 75 per centum ,of the amount re.:. 
quired to pay the compensation of all per
sons the budget estimates for personal serv
ices heretofore submitted to the Congress for 
the fiscal year 1952 contemplated would be 
employed by the Department of Agriculture 
or by such corporation, respectively, during 
such fiscal year in the performance of-

" ( 1) functions performed by a person des
ignated as an information specialist, infor
mation and editorial specialist, publlcations 
and information coordinator, press relations 
officer or counsel, phqtographer, radio ex
pert, television expert, motion-picture ex
pert, or publicity expert, or designated by 
any similar title, or 

"(2) functions performed by persons who 
assist persons performing the functions de
scribed in ( 1) in drafting, preparing, edit
ing, typing, duplicating, or disseminating 
public information publications or releases, 
radio or television scripts, magazine articles, 
photographs, motion pictures, and similar 
material, 
shall be available to pay the compensation 
of persons performing the functions de
scribed in (1) or (2): Provided, That this 
section shall not apply to personnel engaged 
in the preparation and distribution of tech-
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nlcal agricultural publlcattons and farmers 
bulletins, and the Agriculture Yearbook, the 
reporting and dissemination of the results 
of research and investigations, the prepara
tion and broadcasting o~ the 'Farm an._d 
Home Hour' and similar radio programs, and 
other word requiroo to carry out the duties 
and responsibilities of the Department im
posed by law other than work intended pri

.m arlly for p re:ss, radio and . television serv
ices, and popular publications." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Tbe committee of conference report in dis

agreement amendments numbered 21, 30, 42, 
60 and 67. 

JAMIE L. WHrrTEN, 
WILLIAM G. STIGLER, 
JOE B. BATES, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
H. CARL ANDERSEN, 
WALT HORAN, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
CARL HAYDEN, 
JOSEPH c. O'MAHONEY, 
PAT MCCAMAN, 
.ALLEN J. El.LENDER, 
KENNETH S. WHERRY, . 
HOM:l!:R FERGUSON, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

8TAT:nn:NT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments o! the 
Senate to the blll (H. R. 3973) making ap
propriations for the Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952. 
and for other purposes, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report as to each 
of such amendments, namely: 

DEPARTMENT OP' AGRICULTURE 

Research and Marketing Act 
Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $4,750,000, 

instead of $4,700,000 as proposed by the 
House and $4,850,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
Amendment No. 2: Economic investiga

tions: Appropriates $2,150,000, instead of 
$2,000,000 as proposed by the House ahd 
$2,250,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 3: Crop and livestock es
timates: Appropriates $2,848,304 as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $2,850,000 as pro
posed by the House. 
Office of Administrator, Agricultural Researcn 

Administration 
Amendment No. 4: Appropriates $541,440 

as proposed. by the Senate, instead Of $560,-
000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 5: Inserts language pro
posed by the Senate providing for the altera
tion of a building at Greenfield, Massachu
setts, at a cost not to exceed $7,500. 

Research. on Agrieultural Problems of Alaska 
Amendment No. 6: Appropriates $250,000 

as proposed by the House, instead Of $261,550 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Office of Experiment Stations 
Amendments Nos. 7 and 8: Payments to 

States, etc.: Authorizes $50,000 for research 
in Alaska, instead of $37,600 as proposed by 
the House and $52,500 as proposed by the 
Senate, and appropriates a total of $12,428,-
708, instead of $12,416,208 as proposed by the 
House and $12,431,208 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 9: Salaries and expenses: 
Appropriates $367,090 as proposed ' by the 
Senate, instead of $390,000 as proposed by 
the House. 

/ 

Bureau of Animal Industry 
Amendment No. 10: A~imal research: Ap

propriates ia~50,000, instead of $3,200,'iOO as_ 
proposed by the House and $3,320,700 as pro
posed by the Senat e. The $49,300 aut horized 
above the amount proposed by the House is 
to be used for research on infectious and 
noninfectious diseases. 

Amendment No. 11: Animal disease con
trol and eradication: Appropriates $7,731,022 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $7,750,-
000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 12: Marketing agreements, 
hog cholera virus and serum: Appropriates 
$47,906 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$49,300 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 13: Meat inspection: Re
stores language proposed by the House which 
permits reimbursement for meat-inspection 
work required beyond that which can be met 
from appropriated funds. 

Bureau of Dairy Industry 
Amendment No. 14: Appropriat.es $1,475,-· 

000, instead of $1,450,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,491,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate. The conferees are in agreement that the 
dairy work at Mandan, North Dakota, and 
Woodward, Oklahoma should be continued 
within the funds provided. 

Bureau of Agricultural and Industrial 
Chemistry 

Amendment No. 15: Appropriates $7,250,-
000, instead of $7,200,000 as proposed by the 
House and $7,300,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate. 
Bureau of Plant Industry, Soils, and Agri

cultural Engineering 
Amendments Nos. 16 and 17: Plant, soil, 

and agricultural engineering research: Ap
propriate $10,589,'730 as proposed by the Sen
ate, instead of $10,351,400 as proposed by the 
House and authorize construction of a labo
ratory at Orlando, Florida. The additional 
funds provide $9,000 for onion research work 
and $40,000 for research on wheat mosaic. 
The $275,000 authorized for the laboratory at 
Orlando represents the full Federal contribu
tion for the CQnstruction of this facility and 
not necessarily the full cost. 

Amendment No. 18: National Arboretum: 
Appropriates $136,920 as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $148,600 as proposoo by 
the House. 
Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quarantine 

Amendment No. 19: Insect investigations: 
Appropriates $3,650,000, instead of $3,525,000 
as proposed by the House and $3,797,725 as 
proposed by the Senate. The increase ap
proved includes $75,000 for research on the 
green bug, oak wilt, and the sqrew worm, and 
$50,000 for research on the wheat stem fly 
and Japanese peetle. 

Amendment No. 20: Insect and plant-dis
ease control: Appropriates $4,600,000, in
st"ad of $4,500,000 as proposed by the House 
and $4, 716,062 as proposed by the Senate. 

Control of forest pests 
Amendment No. 21: Forest Pest Control 

Act: Reported in disagreement. 
Forest service 

Amendment No. 22: National forest pro
tection and management: Appropriates $27,-
322,025, instead of $27,122,025, as proposed 
by the House and $27,522,025 as proposed by 
the Senate. · 

Amendment No. 23: Forest research: Ap
propriates $5,108,603 as proposed by the Sen
ate, instead of $5,220,500 as proposed by the 
Ho'l,lse. _ 

Amendment No. 24: Forest development 
roads and trails-: Appropriates $13,000,000, 
instead of $11,500,000 as proposed by the 
House and $14,600,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. In the oplnion· of the conferees 
expenditures for new timber access roads 
should be made from receipts from timber 
sales in such a manner that local contrlbu-

tions can be obtained from their timber re-·, 
celpts. It ls lioped that legislation can be 
enacted during the coming year to make this 
possible. i 

Amendment No. 25: Acquisition of lands, 
Weeks Act: Appropriates $75,000, instead of 
$50,000 as proposed by the House and $100,000 
af: proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 26: Acquisition of lands, 
Superior National Forest: Appropriates $125,-
000, instead of $100,000 as proposed by the 
House and $150,000 as proposed by the 
Senat e. 

Amendments Nos. 27, 28, and 29: Acquisi
tion of lands, Special Acts: Appropriate $141,-
680 as proposed by the Senate instead of 
$142,000 as proposed by the House. · 

Amendment No. 30: Cooperative Range 
Improvements: Reported in disagreement. 

Flood control 
Amendments Nos. 31 and 32: Appropriate 

$6,372 ,800 as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $6,112,800 as proposed by the House, and 
eliminate language inserted by the Senate 
to authorize funds for surveys of the water
sheds of the Big Nemaha River, Little Nemaha 
River, and Weeping Water Creek in Nebraska. 
Even though this language is stricken, the 
conferees expect the Department to give this 
matter special attention in connection with 
special studies being made in the Missouri 
Basin area. It is expected that special at
tention will be ·given to projects where work 
ls in process but has heretofore been delayed. 

Soil conservation service 
Amendment No. 33: Salaries and expenses: 

Strikes out a provision in the House bill lim
iting expenditures in the Everglades Region 
in Florida. 

Amendment No. 34: Salaries and expenses: 
. Appropriates $53,474,991 as proposed by the 
Senate, instead o1 $54,2'78,000 as proposed by 
the House. ' 

Amendment No. 35: Water conservation 
and utilization projects: Appropriates $235,-
500, instead of $185,500 as proposed by the 
House and $285,500 as proposed by the Sen
ate. 
Production and marketing administration 

Amendments Nos. 36 and 37: Conserva
tion and use of agricultural land resources: 
Appropriates $260,000,000, Instead of $256,-
500,000 as proposed by the House and $280,-
000,000 as proposed by the Senate, and au
thorizes a program for next year of $256,-
500,000, instead of $225,000,000 as proposed 
by the House and $280,000,000 as proposed 
by the' Senate. These amounts have been 
agreed to by the conferees with the under
standing that the program for the 1952 crop 
year will be reduced by the amount by which 
the appropriation for the fiscal year 1952 
may be inadequate to meet commitments 
under the 1951 crop year program. 

Amendment No. 38: Conservation and use 
of agricultural land resources: Substitutes 
perfecting language relative to authority for 
transfer of 5 per cent of agriculture con
servation funds to the Soll Conservation 
Service, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 39 and 40: Agricultural 
production programs: Appropriate $10,000,-
000 as proposed by the Senate, Instead of 
$8,300,000 as proposed by the House, of which 
$2,800,000 may be transferred for adminis
trative expenses as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 41: National school lunch 
program: Appropriates $83,367,491 as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of $83,500,00() 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 42: Marketing Services: 
Reported in disagreement. 

Commodtty Exchange Authority 
Amendment No. 43: Appropriates $650,000 

as proposeq by the House, instead of $591,-
072 as proposed by the Senate. 
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Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

. Amendment No. 44: Appropriates $7,949,-
911 as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$8,000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Rural Electrification Administration 

Amendments Nos. 45, 46, and 47: Loan au
thorizations: Reduce the contingency fund 
of $100,000,000 for rural electrification au
thorized by the House to $75,000,000, and 
provide a contingency fund of $25,000,000 
for the rural telephone program as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Farmers Home Administration 
. Amendments Nos. 48 and 49: Loan au
thorizations: Authorize $110,000,000 for pro
duction and subsistence loans as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $100,000,000 as pro
posed by the House, and $5,000,000 for water 
facilities loans as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $4,250,000 ·as proposed by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 50: Salaries and expenses: 
Appropriates $27,825,000, instead of $27 ,500,-
000 as proposed by the House and $28,150,000 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Farm Credit Administration 
Amendments . Nos. 51 and 52: Authorize 

$2,725,000 as proposed by the Senate, in
stead of $2,625,000 as proposed by the House, 
and appropriate $400,000 for research and 
technical assistance to farmers' cooperatives 
as proposed by the Senate, instead Of $300,-
000 as proposed by the House. 

Extension service 
Amendment No. 53: Salaries and expenses: 

Appropriates $850,000, instead of $880,000 as 
proposed by the House and $818,673 as pro
~osed by the Senate. 

Office of the Secretary 
Amendment No. 54: Appropriates $2,025,-

000, instead of $2,082,200 as proposed by the 
House and $1,992,168 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Office of Foreign Agricultural Relations 
Amendment No. 55: Appropriates $575,000, 

instead of $600,000 as proposed by the House 
and $548,054 as proposed by the Senate. 

Office of Information 
Amendment No. 56: Appropriates $1,215,-

268 as proposed by the Senate, instead Of 
$1,271,000 as proposed by the House. 

Library 
Amendment No. 57: Appropriates $641,237 

as proposed by the Senate, instead of $700,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Research on strategic and critical agricul
tural materials 

Amendment No. 58: Appropriates $550,000, 
instead of $450,000 as proposed by the House 
and $650,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

International wheat agreement 
Amendment No. 59: Appropriat es $76,808,-

000 as proposed by the Senate. The con
ferees are unanimously agreed that this item 
is more closely connected wi~h our foreign 
policy than with activities of the Depart
ment of Agriculture and, accordingly, feel 
that it is not properly located in this appro
priation bill. 

· Commodity Credit Corporation 

Amendment No. 60: Reported in disagree
ment. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Amendment No. 61-Sec. 401: Authorizes 
the purchase of 350 passenger motor vehicles 
as proposed by the Senate instead of 497 as 
proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 62: Eliminates, as pro
posed by the Senate, a provision carried in 
the House bill with reference to the payment 
of differentials to employees in the territories 
and possessions of the United States. 

Amendments Nos. 63 and 64: Correct sec
tion numbers . 

.Amendments Nos. 65 and 66-Section 409: 
Restore language contained in the House bill 
with certain perfecting • amendments and 
eliminate substitute langl.J.age inserted by 
the Senate. The final provision agreed to, 
which is a revised version of the Jensen 
amendment reduce personnel and personal 
services funds by ten per cent, with certain 
exceptions agreed upon by the conferees. 
All savings resulting from the operation of 
this provision shall be deposited into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. In mak
ing ·reductions required under this section, 
attention should be given to maintaining 
average grades and salaries throughout the 
Department at a reasonably constant level. 

Amendment No. 67-Section 410: Reported 
in disagreement. 
· Amendment No. 68-Section 411: Inserts 

language proposed by the Senate prohibiting 
the payment of compensation to any civilian 
employee of the Government whose principal 
duties consist of acting as chauffeur of any 
Government-owned passenger motor vehicle. 

Amendment No. 69-Section 412: Inserts 
language proposed by the Senate to limit the 
payment of compensation to persons engaged 
in information activities to 75 percent of the 
1952 budget estimates, as amended by the 
House. 

Amendment No. 70: Corrects section 
number. 

JAMIE L. WHITTEN, 
WILLIAM G. STIGLER, 
JOE B. BATES, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
H. CARL ANDERSEN, 
WALT HORAN, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 

Managers on the Pq,rt of the House. 

Mr. WHITTEN (interrupting the read
ing of the statement). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that further 
reading of the statement be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 5 minutes. · 
Mr. Speaker, the conferees have agreed 

with the Senate on all matters with one 
exception which is brought back here in 
actual disagreement. 
· The House bill carried approximately 

$717,000,000. The Senate had to add to 
that in view of the fact of the Interna
tional Wheat Agreement coming up, but 
on a comparative figure the Senate fig- . 
ures amounted to approximately $750,-
000,000. The conference report agrees . 
to approximately $725,0QO,OOO which, on 
a comparative basis, as I have stated, 
is about $8,000,000 more than the bill 
which passed the House and about $2.5,-
000 ,000 less than that as it passed the 
Senat.e to which, of course, must be 
added the funds for the International 
Wheat Agreement. 

I call attention to the fact that as the 
bill passed the House it was less than 
50 percent of what the appropriation was 
for 1940. Your conference committee 
and the Committee on Appropriations 
have consistently reduced these appro
priations. 

.We have reached some compromise 
with regard to the PMA program. In 
this report we have authorized a program 
f ~r next year of $256,500,000 which is 

about $23,500,000 below the Senate figure, 
although somewhat higher than the 
House figure. We provide in appropria
tions $260,000,000 which is $2.0,000,000 be
low the Senate figures. 

We have tried to provide for range 
improvements by language which in 
effect is to pay for such from receipts 

We have seen to it that with certain 
listed exceptions, 10 percent of all the 
money set out in the bill for personnel is 
no longer available. · We have retained 
the features of the Jensen amendment as 
i~ was originally written, with the further 
provision, which, in my judgment, makes 
it workable. That is, within the 90 per
cent that is available they can shift per
sonnel around within the department so 
as to actually meet its need within the 
personnel available. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to take this occasion to 
inform the House that the gentleman 
from Mississippi has been very helpful 
in working out a good compromise on 
the Jensen-Ferguson proposition. 

I would like to ask th'3 gentleman from 
Mississippi a question for the purpose of 
the RECORD. I refer to that part of the 
report having to · do with th~ Parma, 
Idaho, onion research item, which is a 
V'~ry small it.em,. hut I notice that the 
words "Parma, Idaho," are not in the re
port. It is my understanding that it• 
is the intention of the coni:'crees that 
that particular item of $9,000 be ex
pended at that particular station; is that 
correct? 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is correct. We 
thought that making an especial allow
ance to special locations is not good 
practice, but since this work is centered 
there it is intended to be spent there. 
It was thoroughly understood that is 
wr.ere the. money would be expended. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. One fur
ther comment. I was very much pleased 
that the conferees agreed to my sug
gestion that we recede to the Senate po
sition on amendments numbered 51 and 
52, which affect largely research and 
technical assistance given to farmers' 
coopl·ratives. As the Ho'..lse will recall 
at the time the bill was up on the floor 
for consideration, I stated that in my 
opinion, we on the House side made an 
unwise cut in that particular item; in 
fact, we sliced it by about 40 percent. 
This restoration of $100,000 by the Sen
ate, to which the House con::.'erees agreed 
at my urging, will enable the worth
while projects in cooperative research to 
be carried out. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Utah. 

Mr. GRANGER. Will the gentleman 
tell us what the conference agreed on 
with respect to amendment No. 30? 

Mr. WHITTEN. In effect what we 
tried to do was to say that the money 
is available for this purpose, but it 
amounts to making it avail~ble from 
receipts in that enough of the receipts 
that would otherwise be due to the coun-
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ties and States woUld be retained to pay 
their fourth. So it amounts to carrying 
on the policy which the Department has 
done in the past without authority. Now, 
that was my own position in that matter 
and we have tried to work it out where 
the Department can carry on the work 
with the local areas meeting one-fourth 
of the cost from receipts due such · area. 

Mr. GRANGER. I thank:. the gentle
man. 

Mr. HuPE. Mr. Speaker. will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Kansas. ' 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I am grati
fied to note that the committee of con
! erence on this bill has accepted the 
items inserted by the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations dealing with research 
on diseases and insect pests aft'ecting 
wheat. I am referring particularly to 
the item of $40,000 to the Bureau of 
Plant Industry for research on wheat 
mosaic disease and $40,000 to the Bureau 
of Entomology and Plant Quarantine for 
research on greenbugs. 

These research items are of great in
terest and importance to ·Wheat grow
ers everywhere and particularly those in 
the hard winter wheat section of the 
Southwest where disease and insect 
damage have materially contritiuted to 
sharp reductions in- wheat production 
both in 1950 and 1951. It is not con
tended that all of this loss was directly 
due to greenbugs and wheat mosaic, but 
these were important contributing fac
tors, and it is imperative that a program 
of research dealing with these subjects 
be begun and carried out for such period 
as may be necessary. 

I desire to · call to the attention of the 
House the following figures which show 
the great decline in wheat production 
which has taken place in the Southwest 
hard winter wheat area: 

1945-49 5- 19.50 pro- 1951 August year average duction estimate prod action 

Bushels BushellJ Buahels 
Kansas _________ 220, 600, 000 178, 060, 000 126, 732, 000 
Nebraska _______ 80, 000, 000 84,128,000 58, 005, 000 
Oklahoma. _____ 90,800, 000 43, 614, 000 40, 394, 000 'l'exas __________ 79,400,000 22, 712, 000 17,325,000 
Colorado. ------ 48,800,000 3S, 199, 000 30, 213,000 
New Mexico ____ 4, 600, 000 645, 000 781,000 

'l'otaL ___ 524, 200, 000 367, 358, 000 Z7 4, 410. 000 

Wheat producers do not expect the 
Federal Government to carry the entire 
burden of research on these matters. 
The state of Kansas has greatly expand
ed its research program on wheat and 
cereal diseases and pests. Other Stat.es 
in the area have done likewise. Private 
commercial organizations such as rail
roads and farm machinery companies 
which have a direct interest in the 
volume of wheat production are expect
ed to make important contributions for 
research. The National Association of 
Wheat Growers and the various State 
organizations of wheat growers are tak
ing an active part in securing adequate 
funds for research. as is the Kansas 
Wheat Improvement Association. Farm 
organimtions in the States a:flected, such 
as the Farm Bureau, the National 
Grange, and the Farmers Union are in-.. 

terested, ancl commercial and industrial 
organizations such as the Western Kan
sas Development Association and local 
chambers of commerce are doing much 
in developing interest in research. How
ever no matter how much may be un
dertaken at the State and local levels, it 
is important and necessary that the 
vast resources of the Department of Ag
riculture and the Agricultural Research 
Administration be enlisted in this re
search program, not only because of the 
work which will be done by the able 
scientists in the Agricultural Research 
Administration, but in order to make this 
a truly national research program. 

It is important also to emphasize that 
a program of this kind must be a con
tinuing one and that research takes time 
and patience. We cannot expect im
mediate and early results from any re
search program. 

I am sure that the wheat producers of 
this country join me in thanking Sen
ator RUSSELL, the distinguished chair
man of the Senate Subcommittee on Ap
propriations for the Department of Ag
riculture and the other members of the 
subcommittee for inserting these items 
in the bill, and the able chairman of the 
House committee, JAMIE WmTTEN, and 
the other conferees from the House for 
accepting these item:; in conference. 

At this point, pursuant to permission 
· given me by the House, I desire to sub
mit some extracts from the statement 
which I made on this subject before the 
Senate Subcommittee on Appropriations 
on July 13, 1951: 

Mr. Chairman, I greatly appreciate tbe op- . 
portunity which you have given me to ap• 
pear before the Subcommittee on Agricul
tural Appropriations for the purpose of urg
ing consideration of an increase in appro· 
priations deallng with research on diseases 
and insect pests affecting wheat. I am ap
pearing 'at this time because the 1951 wheat 
crop has suffered heavy damage from insect 
pests, particularly greenbugs, cutworms, and 
brown mites, and from the mosaic disease. 
The territory affected this year embraces the 
entire S<luthwest wheat-growing area com
prising six States, and I understand that 
there have been losses in other States. This 
matter was not presented to the House Sub
committee on Agrieultural Appropriations 
for the reason that at the time its hearings 
were held, the great damage to this year's 
crop had not become apparent. . 

On May 9, after it had become clear that 
tremendous injury had been done to this 
year's crop, this committee beard a group 
representing agricultural colleges, organiza
tions of wheat producers, and others on the -
subject of increased appropriations for re
search on the problems of wheat diseases and 
insect infestation including not only the 
matters which I have mentioned but re
search in conn.ect lon with new races of rust, 
particularly 15B, which have attacked strains 
o! wheat hitherto resistant to other types o! 
rust. I wish to endorse the research pro
gram which was presented to the subcom
mittee at that time. 

It is impossible to say at this time the 
aggregate losses which have been suffered · 
by the 1951 wheat crop due to insect pests 
and mosaic d!Sease. Thfs is due in part to 
the fact that In some cases these have not 
been. direct causes or all of the losses but 
bave been contributory causes. For in
stance, much wheat fn western Kansas was 
winter-killed, but undoubtedly the fact that 
the plant was weakened by disease and In
sect infestation materially contributed to 
the winter kill. I do want to call attention 

to the fact that the wheat crop in the States 
directly affected by these pests and disease 
ls materially below the 10-year average. 

The wheat crop of this country has had 
an annual value of more than i2,000,000,000. 
It is grown' on a large percentage of the farms 
in this country. other industries such as 
milling and transportation are closely tied 
in with it. If any crop can be called basic, 
it is wheat. 

The amount which has been spent in tbis 
country on wheat research by tbe Federal 
Government has been and is very small. I 
believe the time h as come when we must 
provide additional funds for this purpose. It 
is not necessary that an of such additional 
funds be provided by the Federal Govern
ment. The State of Kansas has increased 
its appropriations :for tpis purpose. I under
stand other States have done likewise. Some 
funds are available from private sources. I 
do not want to urge that any funds be ap
"proprfated to the Department of Agriculture 
for research on these matters in excess o! 
what the scientists in the Department of 
Agriculture say can be used efi'ectively. I 
bave discussed this question With those in 
the Department who are most :familiar With 
this problem both in the Bureau of Plant 
Industry and in the Bureau of Entomology 
and Plant Quarantine. In response to my 
inquiries they advise that the most import an t 
t h ing to be considered in a. program of t bis 
kind is continued and sustained research 
over a period of years. · They state in re
sponse to my inquiries that i1 they bad avail
able in tbe Bureau of Plant Industry from 
$30,000 to $50,000 per year :for th.e next 10 
years, It would be possible by working with 
the States and private agencies to carry out 
a program Of research in the pathology and 
economic phases of mosaic disease of which 
very little is known at the present time; and 
that 11 $50,000 per year were made available 
to the Bureau ot: Entomology and Plant Quar
antine a very good research program on 
brown mite, cutworms, an d greenbugs could 
b~ carried out In connection with the States 
and interested private agencies. 

I believe U these fUnds are made avail· 
able over such period of time as may be 
necessary, they will be returned a thousand
fold in the prevention of future disastrous 
losses due to these infestations. That has 
been our experience in all types of agricul
tural research. I know of no funds expended 
by the Federal Government which have 
brought in greater retun;ts in added wealth 
and in tbe well-being of our people. 

I have not included in my figures an 
amount to cover research in connection with 
the new rust. 15B. This matter bas been 
adequately presented, however, and I wish 
to urge. the appropriation o! whatever 
amounts can be used by the Bureau of Plant 
Industry in meeting that situation and in 
continued research on the problem of de
veloping rust-resistant varieties of wheat and 
eliminating sources of rust. 

In view o:f the fact that there may be con
tained in this appropriation bill provisions 
which limit the amount of :funds available 
for personal services, I would like to sug
gest that the following language be incor- ' 
porated tn the measure so as to m ake certain 
that the amounts appropriated may all be 
used for this necessary and emergency 
situation. Tbls language is as follows: 
"Including not to exceed -- dollars for 
additional research on wheat disease which 
is not subject to limitations in this act relat
ing to the amounts available for personal 
service," and with similar provisions relating 
to the additional appropriation for insect 
pests. 

Let me again say that I sincerely appre
ciate this opportunity o! presenting this 
serious situation to the subcommittee. 

<Mr. HOPE asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend his re
marks and include extraneous matter.) 
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Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, · will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITTEN; I yield to the gen

tleman from Oregon. 
SOCIAL SECURITY FOR OUR ELDERLY CITIZENS : 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, on nu.:. 
merous occasions, I have called the atten
tion of my colleagues to Discharge Peti.:. 
tion 4 on the Speaker's desk which has 
for its · purpose · to discharge the coin
mittee from further consideration of 
H. · R. 2678 which will bring .up for con
sideration on the fioor this ·bill, as well 
.as the companion -bill, H. R. . 2679, in
.traduced by my"7colleague from Minne~ 
sota [Mr. BLATNIK]. · · ... . .. .. ., . 

· It is or· vital ,importance to_ the wel
.fare of ·the elderly pebple of America 
that this ·1egislation ;be · co~sidered and 
:passed at an early date. There are h.un.!. 
dreds of thousands of old folks who 
are in dire need. Many of them are 
wasting away from malnutrition . . We 
.have recently passed appropriation bills 
which ·before we are_ thrqugh will ap~ 
:proach $·100,000.000,000 but nothing for 
.the old folks . of America. The- bill we 
are now considering calls for the ex.:. 

'.pentj.itµre of almo~t _ $8,000:000,000 · for 
foreign aid. · . _. 
· I asked the Federal Security Agency 
·to supply me with statistics showing 
tne number of persons in -the United 
'states· .60 years o·( age and over and 
'information as to their sources ·of in• 
come, if any, and the amount thereof. 
:This information is _most enlightening 
and should have the careful considera• 
tion of every Member of Congress. I 

. 
1 
will include the correspondence in these 
remarks but I call attention especially 
to the following information. It is esti· 
mated that the number of persons 65 
years of age and over receiving income 
from social insurance and related pro
grams and from old-age assistance is 
in the neighborhood of five and · one~ 
half to Six million, and that 12,300,000 
persons 65 years and over were enu
merated in the census in April 1950. 

Of the 6,000,000 in the labor force only 
4,000,000 are in covered employment. 
There are about 1,500,000 employed per
sons not covered by any retirement sys .. 
tern. There are about five to six mil
lion persons in this age group who are 
not in the labor force; neither are they 
married to persons in the labor force, 
nor in receipt of payments directly or 
indirectly under social security or old
age assistance or related programs. 

The 2,760,000 recipients of old-age 
assistance as of February 1951 received 
an average monthly payment of $43.11, 
carrying from $18.39 in Mississippi to 
$67.52 in California. Under the old
age and survivors insurance program as 
of February 1951 the average payment 
was $43.32. These are starvation allow
ances. 

I include the full report which is -as
follows: 

SOCIAL SECUR~Y BOARD; 
Wq,shington, D . C. 

Hon. HOMER D.. ANGELL, -
House 'of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN ANGELL: I submit be

low replies to the questions asked in your 
letter of June 21; 

. 1 . . The number of per~!'.>nS in the .United 
-States 60 years of age or over. 
'. Preliminary returns from the 1950 census 
indicate that there were 18,272,000 persons 
in the United States in April 1950 aged 60 
years and over. 

2. Tlie number of persons over 60 years of 
age who are wholly or partially dependent 
on aid from relatives, pensions or other re
lief. 

In December 1950, the latest month for 
which we have developed estimates of .this 
·character, approximately 2,600,000 persons 65 
-¥ears of age and over were receiving bene
fits l,lnder the Federal old-age and survivors' 
insurance program, 300,000 under the rail
road retirement .-program; 100,000 under the 
Federal civu-:.service-retirement program and. 
_about 200,000 under the retirement programs 
for employees of Stat-e and local governments . 
Fers_ons 65. years and over receiving pensions 
·or compensation as aged or disabled veterans, 
-Or as .the survivors of dee'eased" veterans num~ 
.bered about one-quarter of a .mUlion. Close 

· to 200,000 women 65 years of age and over 
were married to men receiving ben~fits under 
the p~ograms just enumerated, other than 
'old-age and survivors' insurance. Persons in 
receipt of old-age assistance under the Fed
·eral-State program for aid to the needy aged 
numbered. 2,800,000. Some persons· received 
income .from more._than .one of the sources 
. mentioned, but we have no information on 
'the extent of such overlapping. When a 
rough adjustment is maoe for this factor, the 
und~plicated number of persons 65' years ·of 
age and· over with income from social insur· 

ceipt of such benefits. The 12,000,000 not in 
the labor force also include about 2,800,000 
persons on old-age assistance. Perhaps five 
to six million persons . are neither in the la
bor force, nor married to men in the labor 
force, or in receipt of payments directly or 
indirectly under social insurance and related 
programs or under the old-age assistance 
program. · 

5. The average payments that are now be
ir-g made to persons under old-age and sur
vivors insurance. 

Monthly payments to the indivitj.uals, by 
benefit type, averaged as follows in February · 
19&1: 

Old-age-------------------------~-- $43.32 
Wife's or husband's:.. ___________ ,:.:__ 23. 34 
C'liild's ___ ..; :~-----------'"-: ________ ..; 27. 46 
Widow's or widower's_______________ ·36. 47 
Mother's ____ -_ _____ .: ___________ .:, __ :___ 34. 05 

Parent's-----------; ---------------- 36. 65 

: 6 . . ~~ nu~ber of persons now receiving 
payments under old-age relief provisions of 
the social security program and · the average 
monthly payment to each at the present 
time. 

Recipients of old-age assistance numbered 
2,760,000 in February 1951. The a·verage 
monthly payment _under this program was 
$43.11. The aver~ge . payment among the 
~:tates yarl:ed from $18.39 in · Mississippi to 
$67.52 in California . 
' If you wish any.further jnformation along 
these lines please do not hesitate to write 
again._ · 

-Sincerely yours, 
JOHN L. THURSTON, . 
: Acting Administrator .. 

ance and related -programs and from old- , · 
.age as$istance ·is in the neighborhood . of 
5,500,000 to 6,000,000, or somewhat less than : . Mr. Spea_ker, ·it has frequently been 

_called to the attention of the Congress 
that _the funds received -under 'old-age 
and survivors insurance by the Social Se
curity Administration are expended by 
the Government for general expenses of 
the Government as received and that the 
fund, aside from cash on hand; is made 
up entirely of United States I O U's. Up 
to June 30, 1951, employers and em
ployees had contributed to this trust fund 
$18;252,000;000 · and only $4,874,000,000 
has been disbursed as benefit payments. 
The administrative expenses were $459,
.000,000. The total I O ·u·s in the trust 
fund as of June 30, 1951, amounted to 
$14.323,000,000, with a tofal cash on hand 
of $413,000,000, making the total assets 
$14,736,000,000. 

half the 12,300,000 persons 65 years and over 
enumerated in the census in April l950. 
. We do not have similar information for 
the age ·group ·60 to 64 years. 

We do . not know how many persons .are 
wholly or partially dependent on aid from 
relatives, 

3. The number of persons in the United 
States 60 years of age or over who are not 
covered by any pension annuity program, 
private or public. 

4. The number of persons 60 years of age 
or over who are now covered under the so
cial security program. · 

We will answer these questions together, 
since they involve the same set of estimates~ 

Of the 18,000,000 persons aged 60 years and 
over, _approximately 6,000,000 are in the la
bor force in an average week. The other 
12,000,000 have retired from the labor force 
'because of age or disability or consist of 
women who left gainful employment some 
time ago because of marriage, or who had 
never been in the labor force. Of the 6,-
000,000 in the labor force, perh,aps 4,000,000 
are in employments covered by the old-age 

I include a letter to me from A. J. Alt
meyer, Commissioner of the Social Secu
rity Administration, dated August 16, 
1951, giving the complete information on 
the trust fund, which is as follows: 

and survivors insurance program, while FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY, 
another three-tenths to five-tenths million Washington, August 16, 1951. 
. are in employments covered under other Hon. HOMER D. ANGELL, 
publi.c retirement programs, such as the , House of Representatives, 
railroad program and t~e programs for -1' Washington, D. C. 
Federal, State, and local government em- · DEAR CONGRESSMAN ANGELL: This is in reply 
ployees. About 1,500,000, perhaps, are in to your letter of August 1, requesting cer-
employments not covered by any public t ain data on the old-age and survivors insur-
retiremel}t system, primarily self-employ- ance trust fund. 
ment in agriculture, and in certain pro- There have been transfers totaling $12,-
fessions. Among the 12,000,000 persons 000,000 from the general fund to the trust 
60 years of age and over not in the labor fund under the provisions of section 210 of 
force in an average week, close to 2,000,000 the Social Security Act in effect prior to 
are the wives of men in the labor force . Most enactment of the 1950 amendments. These 
of the 2,600,090 persons in receipt of bene- provisions, which provided insurance benefits. 
fits under the old-age and survivors insur~ to survivors of certain veterans of World War 
~nee program are to be found in this group II, authorized reimbursement to the trust 
of 12,000,000 not in the labor force, as well fund for sums withdrawn to meet the addi
as most of the 1,000,000 individuals either tional cost (including administrative ex
receiv~ng benefits under the railroad, and penses) of these payments. 
Government retirement programs and the The following tabulation summarizes the 

·veterans programs or married to men in re- financial operations of the old-age and sur-
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vivors insurance trust fund for the perlod 
January 1, 1937, to June 30; 1951: 

Jan. 1, 1937., to. June 
30, 1951 

Employers' and employ
ees' contributions · to 

[ :n millions 1 . 

'tru-st. fund_~ ----------- $18, 252 · 
Interest on investments__ l, 805 
Transfers from general 

fund------------------ 12 

Total trust fund re-
ceipts _________ _. ________ _ $20,069 

Less: 
Benefit payments______ $4, ,874 
Administrative ex· 

penses-----------~--: 459 .... .5, 333 

Total assets ________ :_ __ ~.---- 14,7$6 

Tota.I investments ________ ·$14, 32? 
Total cash on hand_______ 413 14, 736 . 

All of the assets. at Jun~ 30, 1951, except 
for $413,000,000 held in cash for . current 
disbursements were invested in interest
bearing United States Government securities. 

If I can be of . furth~r assistance to you, 
please don'.t. hesitate. to write to me again. 

Sincerely yours, 
. A. J. ALTMEYER, . 

· ·commissioner. 

hand we are trying to make · a saving bark beetle · infestation. However, we 
and on the other hand we have supple· did not at any time, in discussing the . 
mental bills 'coming iri amounting to supplemental bill or the regular bill, ask 
h'undr"eds~ of millions of dollars, largely for a vote and a decision • . When the bill 
undoing the work that . we have been went to the Senate, the Senate appro
trying all this spring to accomplish as priated $1,900,000, realizing that the 
far as economy is concerned. Other Ia teness of the season would make an 
members of the Committee on Appro·. impossible situation as far as spending 
priations are going to have something the whole amount requested.of the House 
to say on this supplemental bill when committee. Now as the report of the 
it comes before the House next Monday. conference committee is brought to the 

:Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, if .the House there ·is no .provision for any ap. 
gentleman will yield, the point the gen:. propriati-0n for the ·purpose of combat. 
tleman ·raises is not involved in this ing the beetle infestation . . MY amend. 
conference ·report. . ment wouid decrease the amount allowed 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen~ · by. the .Senate by $900,000 and·would gl.ve . 
tleman is correct. I am simply inform· ~n aPP!OPriatiqn for ·$1,000,000 to carry 
ing the-House-.that this matter will be out approximately 5 weeks' work this 
discussed thoroughly next . Monday. summer ·in this eradication· "Qi:ogram. 
There is no sense .in -Our. making redUC• Since I talked "to you and since· my col· 
tions in 'one bill, only to have that ac· leagues· addressed· you on this matter 
tion repudiated almost immediately by there has bee!l a very· effective campaign 
a bill reported by another subcommittee. by the Denver Post, one · of ·the great 

The SPEAKER. The question is on newspapers of the United States, and · 
the conference report. each one of you has received at different · 

The conference· report was agreed to. times a personal letter from the editor as 
-The SPEAKER. The Clerk will . fe. w·ell as some physical . tokens of what is 

port the · first amendment in disagree·· , taking ·place· in the·· spruce forests of · 
nient. · " · Colorado. · · · · 

Mr. Speaker; this information brings . The Cler;k r,ead a~ follows: . Also, since-that .time· great conserva. 
to our attention most vividly the neces• Senate amendment No.· 21: Page 18," line · tion groups have entered i;nto · the pi.C· 

8, strike out "$1,700,000" and insert "$3,600,· tl,1re. The Isaac Walton ·League of the 
si.ty of enacting a Federal old-age-secu. ooo:· United States ·especially have stated 
rity program such as is embodied in my · · 
bill, H. R. 2678, commonly known: as the . Mr. WIJITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I move their support ohi. program which. would 
Townsend plan. The present plan has that the House -insist on its.. disagreement help ·car:r:v: on t,his ,eradication project. 
proved to be wholly insufficient to give to the Senate · amendment. Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
protection to millions of ·elderly peop°Ie Mr. ASPINALL . . Mr. Speaker, I offer gentleman yieid? · · 

d h Id b h I d t . a preferent1'al mot1'on. . ·Mr. ASPINALL. ± yield to the gen· an s ou e over au e or an en irely · · 
new program enacted. I trust tnat every The Clerk read as follows: tleman from U~ah. 
Member of the House interested in old· Mr. ASPINALL moves that the House recede Mr. GRANGER. Is it not true that 
age sectirity will sign Discharge Petition from its disagreement to amendment of the this is not only a :Problem for the State 
No, 4 and bring this legislation on the Senate numbered 21 and concur in the same of Colorado, but this beetle infestation 
fioor for consideration. with an amendment as follows: Strike the might spread to all the forests of the 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask figure "$3,600,00Q" as it appears in said Sen- country? 
unanim.ous. consent to revise ·and extend ate amendment, and in lieu thereof insert Mr. AS~INAµL. I am .glad the gen. 

the figure "$2,700,000." . tleman from. Uta.h has brought that .to 
my remarks and include . extraneous · 
matter:. · Mr. WHITTEN~ Mr. Speaker, I yield · my.attention. 'rhe Stat~s of Utah, WY· 

The SPEAKER. Is there objeetion to 8 minutes to the gentleman from Colo._ o~ing, Colorado,· and. New Mexico are 
the request of the· gentleman from Ore.. rado [Mr. ASPINALL]. either infested· at the present time or in 
gon? . ... Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker; upon danger or immediate -infestation. Hµt 

There was no ob)ection. ;t two ·previous occasions my colleagues tQ.ere is no reason t:P.at· other spruce for· : 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. from Colorado and I h~ve brought before ests thro~ghout the Nation may become · 

Speaker, will the gentleman yield again? this forum a situation which exists in atrected if the· infestation in Colorado ' 
Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gen· Colorado relative to the spruce · bark is not controlled. ~ 

tleman from Minnesota. beetle infestation. The gentleman from Mr. POULSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Mississippi, chairman of this subcom. gentle-man yield? 

Speaker, I want to call attention, if I mittee, has been very gracious in coop· Mr. ASPINALL. I yield to the gen· 
may, to a rather peculiar situation. In erating with us so that we would have an tleman from California. 
this bill, which the President has not .oppor tunity to present the condition out Mr. POULSON. Is it not true that 
yet signed, we have made certain reduc· there. However, he remains adamant this will affect the entire United States, 
tions. Take the Bureau of Economics, in his position, and I can understand because we all use this lumber? Further, 
for example. We have made certain his position thoroughly. On the other it is false economy to cut such items as 
reductions and here before us is final hand, I do not like to see the forests cif these from the budget. 
concurrence in that action. The Presi· Colorado being made the goat for cer- Mr. ASPINALL. I thank the gentle· 
dent has not as yet signed this bill, yet t ain procedures that perhaps have taken man from California. He is absolutely 
further money has already been re· place within the Department of Agricul· right. 
quested. The supplemental bill report· ture in the presentation of requests be- t• May I suggest to you that Colorado 
ed today by the full Appropriations Com· fore the Subcommittee on Appropria· : and other Western States have in the 
mittee is giving back to B. and Q . E. tions; neither do I like to see our part :, properties within their borders five great 
practically the same amount I succeeded of the Nation and this property that is ·natural resources which are of benefit 
in deducting during the House consid· owned by the Nation being made the to· the country: Forests, grazing lands, 
eration. The same thing applies to the goat for certain promises that have been mining resources, national parks and 
Secretary's immediate office. In the made and allegedly have not been kept ·monuments, and watersheds. In this 
supplemental bill, which will come up by the Department of Agriculture in its '. particular problem you h ave four of 
in a few days, there is restored to the expenditure of funds. .~~~'· ... ·.;. <~Jj .these natural resources classifications 
Secretary's office $50,000, right after the When this matter was b!·ought before • involved which affect the entire United 
Congress has agreed in the regular bill the House previously we tried to get an 1 - States. Xou have the forests and -the 
to practically the same amount as a re· appropriation for over $3,000,000 in order i value of the timber. You have been ad· 
duction. It- seems ·to me on the one to continue our fight against the spruce vised as to the value of the timber. You 
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have the grazing lands most certainly, ·- suppose. I think that while taking care 
In our area where it is dry and hot you ·of the locusts in foreign countries we 
do not have good grazing even in the should also take care of some of the 
mountain areas unless you have a cer- < domestic pests at home. 
tain amount of forests. Then we have ' · Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Speaker, will the . 
the national parks and the monuments, gentleman yield? 
and we have the watersheds. Mr. ASPINALL. I yield to the gentle-

We appropriate millions of dollars to man from Montana. 
take care of dams and reservoirs lower Mr. D'EW ART. I join with the gen
down the Colorado River, but if the tleman in supporting this amendment. 
·forests of Colorado, the State which fur- Certainly, it is in the interest of the 
nishes 7L percent of the water of the country as a whole to preserve this water
Colorado River, are denuded and the shed and the timber that is on it. I think 
spring run-off is allowed to carry the silt the amendment should be adopted, and 
and debris down into these reservoirs, I am glad to support it. 
they are filled with sediment and their Mr. ASPINALL. I thank the gentle-
primary usefulness is curtailed ~d 1 man. 
endangered. Mr. CHELF. Mr. Speaker, will the 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- gentleman yield? 
tleman yield? Mr. ASPINALL. I yield. 

Mr. ASPINALL. I yield to the gentle- Mr. CHELF. I am in sympathy with 
man from Colorado. the gentleman's amendment. I hope 

· Mr. HILL. I join my colleague from this is enough money to do the job, and, 
western Colorado on this matter simply if not, the gentleman should offer an 
because I am sure if we all understood amendment to provide enough money to 
exactly what the funds for which the do it. 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. AsPIN- Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
AI.Ll is asking mean to the United States 4 minutes to the gentleman from Wash
of America, not Colorado alone, there ington [Mr. HoRANl. 
would n:>t be a single vote against this Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, so that 
appropriation. · there will be no misunderstanding on 

As I understand, we have 2,000,000 this item, and so that any criticism which 
acres of land already inf.ested or in the may seem to fall upon the shoulders of 
path of this destructive beetle pest. If the committee may be dispelled, I would 
you destroy 2,000,000 acres of timber- like to say that this item has not for the 
land high up on the mountains, you do last 2 years been justified very well be
more than destroy the reso:urces up on fore our committee. We have found that 
the mountains, you prepare the way for we have been given all sorts of mislead
ftoods down in the valley. You prepare · ing statements. I want to say for my 
the way fo'r cities to be short of water in colleague, the gentleman from Missis
the valleys below those great watersheds. : sippi, that his position is justified upon 

There are three rivers affected, three the basis of the conflicting testimony 
river sheds, the Colorado River, the Rio · given to us on the subcommittee by the 
Grande, and the Platte River. Forest Service. 
1 -Certainly we cannot afford as Members · Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. 
of this House to fail to recognize this Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
terrific danger that is represented by Mr. HORAN. I yield. 
the destruction of our forests. It is · Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Do I un-
only a small matter to this House today derstand that the reason for eliminating 
if you will give ·US a million dollars to · this is because the committee takes the 
continue this work. I checked up here ' ·position that the Forest Service has not 
a moment ago and found that it would : made a proper report to you? 
be one-seventh of 1 percent of the Mr. HORAN. That is correct. 
'amount in this bill. I certainly feel that Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Is that · 
we cannot afford not to go on r.ecord here · any reason why you should not at this 
this morning as supplying funds to take time continue to try to eradicate the 
care of our forests. · beetles from the forests? 

What is more important than to pro- . 1 Mr. HORAN. Definitely-I am speak
tect this natural resource, the forests ing in favor of the amendment. I hope 
that belong to you? Do not forget that , the gentleman understands that. 
90 percent of all the forests that you Mr. WIDTI'EN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
and I are legislating for here today that · gentleman yield? 
belong fo the United States Government · Mr. HORAN. I yield. 
are in those 11 Western States. We Mr. WHITTEN. Is there any other 
should protect them. I hope the motion basis on which to make appropriations 
of the gentleman from Colorado prevails. · except on the basis of justifications? 

,. · Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will · . ,You just cannot throw the Government's . 
the gentleman yield? money to the winds. The justifications 
t Mr. ASPINALL. I yield to the gentle- · : are supposed to be the basis for the ap
man from Arizona. ,~ . propriations; is that not correct? 
t Mr. MURDOCK. I concur exactly. I ~ Mr. HORAN. That is correct. 
am in support of the gentleman's , ·- Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
amendment. His statement has been a · :tleman yield? · 
splendid one. If anything, it was an \ Mr. HORAN. I yield. 
understatement. - }.· Mr. HILL. I agree with the gentle
! Mr .. ASPINALL. I thank the gentle~: man from Mississippi, for whom I have 
man. :J ,the greatest affection, but let me tell him 

~ I am informed that we send money tO this afternoon we are going to vote on 
the Far East to fight the locusts, and I ' ~ great appropriation, or an authoriza
have voted for such appropriations, I ' tion for an appropriation, and they are 

having a tough, time telling me why I 
should support an authorization like 
that, which will take care of crickets 
and bugs all over the world, and then 
turn down our own forests and our own 
national resources at home. Tell me, 
how can you justify that? 

Mr. WHITTEN; Unless they justify it 
to you, you should not vote for it. 

Mr. HILL. If you would look at those 
forests, you would not have to ask any
body to justify this to you, to the extent 
of even a dime. You did not do it, and 
you had the opportunity. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I will ask them to 
justify these expenditures to me, and I 
will do that as long as I am on this 
committee. Unless they justify it to me, 
I will not vote for thi& or any other 
appropriation. 

Mr. HILL. Just because the Forest 
Service did not come before you and 
make ·a proper showing, that is no rea
son why the forests should be left to die 
as they are this very day. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
propose to yield further because I asked 
for this time to report to the House that 
I made a reservation on this item when 
we reported out this bill gnd therefore 
can speak for the amendment. I am for 
the elimination of the bark beetle in
festation in Colorado or in any other 
State. But the real reason why we must 
take care of the forests in Colorado, and 
throughout the Pacific Southwest States, 
is because we have less water in that 
area than we h3ve population, and that 
any revegetation of the ranges, any up
stream projects. or protection of the for
ests and the watersheds there, is vital 
to all of the Pacific Southwest States. I 
cannot state it any more clearly than 

· that. This is as vital to the people of 
Los Angeles as it is to the j>eople of 
Denver, and probably more so. It is 
vital to all of the folks who live in the 
Southwestern States. 

I hope our Subcommittee on Agricul
tural Appropriations will be able to fol-

. low through on a program that we have 
tentatively set up for this fall. I trust 
that we can go to Hoover Dam, and see 
there that great relief map that they 
have of Hoover Dam and see the water-

. sheds that the Colorado River drains, 
' and then I hope we can fty over that 
blighted area where the forests and 
watersheds are in such bad shape. I 

: trust the committee will accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Washington has expired. 

Mr. WIDTTEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Minne
sota [Mr. WIER]. 

Mr. WIER. Mr. Speaker, while I do 
not represent any section of the West, 

· we do still have in the State of Minne
sota considerable pine and considerable 
spruce. I am very much concerned in 

'. that. There has been some statement 
made about why this amount has been 
left out of this appropriation. I have 
heard the argument that it is because 
the Department did not make a sufiicient 

·showing. Regardless of whether that is 
: true or not, I have before me a telegram 
,in which I place much confidence. It is 
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from one ot the leading lumber men of 
the United States. I received this tele
gram this morning. On any subject 
dealing with lumber I think ·this man 
is well versed, from the Pacific coast to 
the Midwest. I want to quote this tele
gram for the RECORD. It is directed to 
several of us from Minnesota. · Speaking 
of his experience out there, he says: 

We have no timber investments in Colo
rado. However, for past fortnight 'r have 
been in Colorado account of asthma. Am 
shocked at amount of Government-owned 
bug-killed spruce seen and also reported but 
particularly at the fact that the Govern
ment has provided nd funds to fight the 
bugs in its own timber so far this year. At 
this date only about 6 weeks left to fight bugs 
this year. Highest efficient rate of treat
ing is about 75,000 trees per week. There
fore, each day lost means about 10,000 dead 
trees .to Uncle Sam. As a citizen interested 

. in our forest supplies hope very much you 
will do your best to impress House . con
ferees with importance of prompt action and 
approval of funds for Colorado beetle control. 

DAVID WINTON. 

I think perhaps a number of you know 
or have heard of Mr. Winton. I want to 
lend my support and my humble plea 
for the curtailment of this ravishing bug, 
because no doubt he will extend himself 
to other parts .of the Nation. You are 
going to ask me to vote very soon for 
billions of dollars to be spread all over 
the rest of the world. Here is a sample 
of our own neglect of one of the most -
valuable natural resources we have in 
this great country; that is, our forest 
land. · 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WIER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. HILL. I certainly approve of the 
gentleman's statement. I think it is 
wonderful that he understands this great 
problem. The gentleman said "Colo
rado." This land, as you know, does not 
belong to Colorado. · This land belongs 
to the United States Federal Govern
ment, and that is why we ·have had a 
hard time making the press and the 
Members of the House understand that 
there is not an acre of this land that 
belongs to the State of Colorado. We 
as a State cannot go onto that land and 
perform any of the work that is neces
sary to be done to kill these bugs with
out the consent of the Federal Govern
ment. It is a Federal Government prop
osition· and a Federal job right from the 
bottom. 

Mr. WIER. If those bugs happen to 
get over into the State of Minnesota, 
I will blame nobody else but the Cpngress 
for permitting that to happen. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is abso
lutely correct. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Minnesota has · expired. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, ! ·yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Min
nesota [Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN]. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, this is one item which is rep
resentative of the one thing for which 
many of us have been fighting for the 
past few years; that is, for an adequate 
staff attached to the Appropriations 

Committee so that we could examine 
thoroughly into such items as they come 
up and really know what we are doing. 

In regard to this particular item I 
have been doubtful all along that we 
have done the right thing when· we elim
inated all of this money. On the other 
hand, the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. WHITTEN] is absolutely right when 
he will say that the evidence given to us 
has been very meager and inconclusive. 

I do not want to do anything that will 
hurt any part of our great Nation. I 
can well see where this tree pest might 
prove to be of inestimable damage to the 
great Rocky Mountain section unless we 
do something about it; and, personally, 
this morning after thinking this matter 
over very carefully I believe perhaps it 
would be wise for the House to agree to 
this compromise halfway between the 
position of the House and that of the 
Senate. Let us give $1,000,000 for this 
work; let us prevent the infestation from 
spreading further. In the meantime I 
hope the Subcommittee on Agricultural 

. Appropriations will go out and look at 
the problem in the field before we go any 
further down the line to the conclusion 
of the $15,000,000 control project which 
this project entails. Personally, I 
would rather make a mistake in favor 
of spending too much, rather than too 
little, to preserve our national resources, 
and ! ·intend to vote for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield. 
Mr. CHELF. I did not appreciate this 

grave problem at all until the Denver 
Post sent to all Members of the House 
a scale picture of one of these beetles 
and a piece of infested bark which came 
from this stricken are·a. Knowing the 
great reputation of the Denver Post and 
being cognizant of the fact that this pro
gressive paper was merely interested in 
the preservation of our forest lands, I, 
therefore, came to the conclusion that 
something ought to be done. The evi
dence furnished me by the Post was 
enough to convince any reasonable indi
vidual that an appropriation sufficient 
to get the job done ought to be voted by 
the Congress. If what little I saw was 
able to sell me on the urgent need of this 
project, and our Forestry Division with 
all its facts has not been able to con
vince ·the members of the committee 
that there is a horrible condition there 
in Colorado which can easily spread into 
the. Government-owned forest lands of 
other Western States, then I think we 
had better have some reorganization of 
the Forestry Service by hiring some new 
personnel. Remember, those spruce 
trees aren't subscribers of the Post nor 
constituents of mine, but we both are 
interested in their preservation. I am 
for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I will tell 
the gentleman that we can put up a good 
argument either against this work or 
for it. It is a border-line project, and 
not wishing to harm the forests and nat
ural resources, it is my opinion we should 
support the amendment. · 

'·' 

Mr. MUMMA. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman from Mississippi yield me a 
little time? 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 · mi.nutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MUMMA. Mr. Speaker, I am a 
new Member, but perhaps I can point 
out something concerning this problem, 
for I have been a trained forester al
though I have not worked at it for about 
20 years and have not followed minute 
developments. I have seen the chestnut 
trees in Pennsylvania disappear without 
a single hope of being able to contain 
the blight that struck them. 

I talked recently with some represent
atives of the Forest Service. I believe 
one reason they cannot explain it to the 
committee to the full satisfaction of the 
members has been the fact that they 
have not found anything in the life 
cycle of this bug where they can contain 
it. They inject something at the base 
of the tree, something halfway up and 
something nea·r the top of the tree. Of 
course, any area in the middle of the 
tree is liable to infection. Personally, 
I would not want to be a party in any 
way to blocking this program. I cannot 
see much hope myself in stopping it. 

You take all of these precautions, then 
if . on the particular day the beetle is 
evolved from the larva the wind blows 
the other way, it is liable to blow the 
beetle away from the plac.e you are treat
ing. I think salvation of the timber is 
the most important thing. I do not be
lieve you should put the biggest pulp 
plant in the world up there, put I do 
believe there should be a pulp plant there 
to utilize this timber. That timber will 
stand there for 25 years without deterio
ration beyond its economic value. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. WHIT.TEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, it may. be I do not recog
nize my responsibilities with regard to 
appropriation bills. However, I think 
I do. It is my understanding that it is 
not my duty to vote out appropriations 
because my friends want them or be
cause some State wants money spent 
within its borders or because somebody 
wants to hire a lot of folks or because 
my. colleagues are under pressure from 
newspapers or others. That is not the 
basis of voting appropriations to me. 

It is said here that the Forestry De
partment made a poor showing on the 
justification for this item. But who 
shall I look to for justification of it? 
Not my friend from Kentucky who says 
he does not know anything about it. I 
have got to look to those who work with 
the problem, who are supposed to know 
what they are talking about, who are 
trained to know what they are talking 
about. 

Mr. CHELF. May I say to .the gentle
man that I am under no pressure what
soever from the Denver Post or anybody 
else. I feel the same as all the rest of 
my colleagues here, that apparently the 
forestry division either was not sum
ciently interested in this problem or that 
they surely muffe_d the ball in their 
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presentation of the facts to the gentle
man's committee. If the Denver Post 
could give the Members such a vivid 
graphic picture of this with only a per
sonal letter and some bits of infested · 
bark, then what a golden opportunity 
the fores try division missed. They 
should have been able to really justify 
this claim. If you are going to do some 
cutting you ought to cut off some of those 
inem.cient, ineffective fellows in forestry. 
I think that is the trouble, the bureau
crats are not doing a job and I think 
this is a concrete example of it. Too 
many of them are sitting around on the 
back of their laps doing nothing. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I shall not argue with 
the gentleman on that point. 

Proceeding further, here is the history 
of this matter-and I have tried to be 
fair; I served notice on the gentleman 
from Colorado that we were going to 
bring this back in disagreement so that 
we could give the House a chance to hear 
both sides: · 

Last year the Forestry Department 
came before our committee and asked for 
in excess of $2,000,000 to handle these 
bark beetles in Colorado on a tree-to
tree basis at more than $2 per tree in 
an area bigger than New England. They 
told our committee that if they could 
treat 725,000 trees the job would be done. 
They said that the timber has tremen
dous value, that they were going to sell 
it to a paper mill. I cross-examined 
them, and their testimony was so weak 
that I opposed it, our committee opposed 
it, and the committee did not give them 
the money. They went before another 
committee and they got $2,000,000 to 
treat the 725,000 trees. They actually 
treated 850,000, and, according to their 
testimony, that should have done the job. 

I had the matter investigated to see 
if I was right. The investigators came 
back and told me that it is a 100-percent 
gamble; that $2,000,000 will not begin to 
touch it; that instead of 725,000 trees, 
there were any number of trees; instead 
of a paper mill being in the process of 
locating out there, it is dependent upon 
the Government largely providing the 
funds for building a paper mill; instead 
of this timber being valuable as a mar
ketable product, in 10 years they sold 
only $700,000 of it-I repeat, in 10 years 
they sold $700,000 worth of this timber. 

Then the Department comes back this 
year, after I had made the investiga
tion and had the evidence on them, any
way, and admitted they were wrong. 
"We treated 850,000 trees,'' they said, 
"and we find now instead of $2,000,000 
and 725,000 trees doing the job, there 
are six or eight million trees; we have 
found that out, and we must use twelve 
or thirteen million dollars." 

Now, let us not kid ourselves. You 
either ought not to give them any money 
or you have to give them enough money 
to do the job. Instead of this being a 
$900,000 issue this is a $l2,000,000 to 
$13,000,000 project. If the next year the 
Forestry Department admits that they 
are as far wrong this year as they were 
last, it is a $75,000,000 project. 

Now let us get back to business. We 
ought to do all we can to preserve our 
forests. Goodness knows, I fought on ; 
this fioor trying to see that we did that, ' 

but there just is not enough money to 
treat our problem on a tree-to-tree 
basis at $2 per tree. Let them get money 
for research and flnd some program we 
can afford. You cannot go to the South 
and spend $2 a tree to eradicate the little 
leaf pine disease on a tree-to-tree basis. 
You cannot go into Ohio and pay $2 on 
a tree-to-tree basis to check oak wilt. 
You cannot go all over the West, where 
you have the white-pine blister rust, and 
spend $2 on a tree-to-tree basis. You 
cannot do that because we do not have 
enough money in the Treasury to meet 
this national tree-disease problem on a 
$2-per-tree basis. 

The $1,000,000 included in this amend
ment will treat 500,000 trees. That 
leaves five or six million trees needing 
treatment and if the forestry depart
ment guess is correct, that will just 
scratch the surface. 

You sliould spend your money where 
it would have a chance to do the over
all job. If you are going to commit your
self to $2 per tree for every sick tree 
in the United States, the sky is the limit 
as to what you will be called on to ap
propriate for the Nation, for every re
gion has its disease problems. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. ASPINALL]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. WHITTEN) there 
were--ayes 65, noes 70. 

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ob
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 222, nays 138, not voting 72, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 164] 

YEAS-222 

Aandahl Budge 
Adair Burdick 
Addonizio Burnside 
Allen, Calif. Burton 
Allen, Ill. Butler 
Andersen, Byrne, N. Y. 

H. Carl Carnahan 
Anderson, Calif.Celler 
Anfuso Chelf 
Angell Chiperfield 
Arends Chudotr 
Armstrong Combs 
Aspinall Cooley 
Ayres Crosser 
Bailey Crumpacker 
Baker Cunningham 
Baring Dawson 
Barrett Deane 
Beamer Delaney 
Beckworth Dempsey 
Belcher Denton 
Bennett, Mich. D'Ewa.rt 
Berry Dingell 
Betts Doll1nger 
Bishop Dolliver 
Blackney Dondero 
Blatnik Donohue 
Bolton Dorn 
Bosone Doyle 
Bow Eberharter 
Boykin Elliott 
Bramblett Feighan 
Bray Fernandez 
}3rown, Ga. Fine 
Brown, Ohio Flood 
Bryson Fugate 

-.£\uchan.an_ Garmatz 

George 
Golden 
Granger 

· Grant 
Greenwood 
Hagen 
Hale 
Hall, 

Leonard W. 
Halleck 
Hand 
Harden 
Harrison, Wyo, 
Hart 
Harvey 
Havenner 
Hill 
HUlings 
Hoeven 
Hoffman, Ill. 
Holifield 
Holmes 
Horan 
Hull 
Hunter 
Jackson, Calif. 
Jackson, Wash. 
Javits 
Jenison 
Jenkins 
Jensen 
Johnson 
Jonas 
Jones, Ala. 
Judd 
Karsten, Mo. 
Kee 

Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly,N. Y. 
Keogh 
Kersten, Wis. 
King 
Kirwan 
Klein 
Kluczynski 
Lane 
Lesinski.. 
Lind 
Lovre 
McCormack 
McGuire 
McKinnon 
McMullen 
Mc Vey 
Mack, Ill. 
Mack, Wash. 
Madden 
Magee 
Mansfield 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Merrow 
MUler, Calif. 
Miller, N. Y. 
Morano 
Morgan 
Morris 
Moulder 
Multer 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Norblad· 
O'Brien, Ill. 
O'Brien, Mich. 

Abernethy 
Andrews 
Auchincloss 
Bakewell 
Barden 
Bates, Ky. 
Bates, Mass. 
Battle 
Beall 
Bender 
Bennett, Fla. 
Bentsen 
Boggs, Del. 
Bonner 
Brooks 
Brownson 
Burleson 
Bush 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Camp 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carlyle 

.case 
Church 
Clemente 
Clevenger 
Colmer 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Coudert 
Cox 
Crawford 
Curtis, Mo. 
Curtis, Nebr. 
Dague 
Davis, Ga. 
Denny 
Devereux 
Donovan 
Doughton 
Eaton 
Evins 
Fallon 
Fenton 
Fogarty 

O'Hara 
O'Nelll 
Ostertag 
O'Toole 
Patman 
Patten 
Patterson 
Philbin 
Ph1llips 
Poage 
Polk 
Potter 
Poulson 
Powell 
Price 
Prouty . 
Quinn 
Rabaut 
Radwan 
Rains 
Rankin 
Reams 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rhodes 
Richards 
Riehlman 
Riley 
Roberts 
Robeson 
Rodino 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Sasscer 
Scudder 

NAYS-138 

Shafer 
Sheehan 
Shelley 
Sheppard 
Short 
Sieminski 
Simpson, Ill. 
Smith, Wis. 
Spence 
Springer 
Staggers 
Stanley 
Steed 
Tackett 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson, Tex. 
Tollefson 
Trimble 
Vail 
Velde 
Vursell 
Walter 
Weichel 
Wharton 
Wickersham 
W1dnall 
Wier 
Williams, N. Y. 
Withrow 
Wolcott 
Wolverton 
Wood, Idaho 
Woodrutr 
Yates 
Yorty 
Zablocki 

Forand McGrath 
Ford Mahon 
Forrester Meader 
Frazier Miller, Md. 
Fulton Miller, Nebr. 
Furcolo Mills 
Gamble Mumma 
Gary Murray, Tenn. 
Ga.things Nicholson 
Gavin Norrell 
Goodwin Passman 
Graham Perkins 
Green Pickett 
Gregory Priest 
Gross Rainsa.y 
Gwinn Redden 
Hardy Regan 
Harris Ribicoff 
Harrison, Va. Rogers, Pla. 
Hays, Ark. Rogers, Mass. 
Heffernan St. George 
Herlong Schwabe 
Heselton Scott, Hardie 
Hoffman, Mich. Scrivner 
Hope Secrest 
James Seely-Brown 
Jarman Sikes 
Jones, Mo. Simpson, Pa. 
Jones, Sittler 

Hamilton C. Smith, Miss. 
Jones, Smith, Va. 

Woodrow W. Stefan 
Kean Stigler 
Kearney Sutton 
Keating Thompson, 
Kennedy Mich. 
Kerr Thornberry 
Kilburn Van Zandt 
Kilday Vaughn 
Lanham Vorys 
Lantaff Watts 
Larcade Whitten 
Latham Wigglesworth 
Lecompte W1lliams, Miss. 
Lyle Willis 
McConnell Wilson, Tex. 
McCulloch Winstead 

NOT VOTING-72 
Abbitt 
Albert 
Allen, La. 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Boggs, La. 
Bolling 
Breen 
Brehm 
Buckley 
Buffett 
Busbey 
Chatham 
Chenoweth 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Davis, Tenn. 

Davis, Wis. Herter 
DeGra1fenr1ed Hess 
Durham Hinshaw 
Ellsworth Howell 
Elston Irving 
Engle Kearns 
Fellows Lucas 
Fisher McCarthy 
Gordon McDonough 
Gore McGregor ~ 
Granahan McMillan ' 
Hall, Machrowicz \ 

Edwin Arthur Martin, Mass.· 
Hays, Ohio . Mason 
H~bert Mi .. ,chell 
Hedrick . Morrison 
Heller Morton .i 
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Murray, Wis. Scott, Van Pelt 
O'Konski Hugh D., Jr. Vinson 
Preston Smith, Kans. Welch 
Reed, Ill. Stockman Werdel 
Rivers Taber Wheeler 
Saba th Talle Whitaker 
Sadlak Thomas Wilson, Ind. 
Saylor Towe Wood, Ga. 

So the motion was agreed to. ' 
The Clerk announced the fallowing 

p~irs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Chenoweth for, with Mr. Davis of Wis

consin against. 
Mr. Heller for, with Mr. McMillan against. 
Mr. Ri·:ers for; with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, 

Jr., against. 
Mr. Buckley for, with Mr. Durham against. 
Mr. Hays of Ohio for, with Mr. Hebert 

against. 
Mr. Howell for, with Mr. Morrison against. 
Mr. Preston for, with Mr. Whitaker against. 
Mr. Welch for, with Mr. Wood of Georgia 

against. · 
Mr. Hedrick for, with Mr. Boggs of Lou-

isiana against. 
Mr. Mitchell for, with Mr. Wheeler against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Abbitt with Mr. Martin of Massachu-

setts. 
Mr. Irving with Mr. Taber. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Towe. 
Mr. Bolling with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Thomas with Mr. Hinshaw. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. Buffett. 
Mr. Vinson with Mr. McDonough. 
Mr. Lucas with Mr. McGregor. 
Mr. deGraffenried with Mr. Mason. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Morton. 
Mr. Engle with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Machrowicz with Mr. Reed of Illinois. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Albert with Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. Allen of Louisiana with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. Fisher with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Gordon with Mr. Hess. 
Mr. Gore with Mr. Cole of New York. 
Mr. Granahan with Mr. Elston. 
Mr. Breen with Mr. Ellsworth. 

Messrs. MURPHY, BYRNE of New York, 
JAVITS, PATTERSON, and WOLVERTON 
changed their vote from "nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAIO::R. The Clerk will re
port the next. amendment in disagree-
ment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 30: Page 26, line 12, 

insert: 
"COOPERATIVE RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

"For artificial revegetation, construction, 
and maintenance of range improvements, 
control of rodents, and eradication of poison
ous and noxious plants on national forests, as 
authorized by section 12 of the Act of April 
24, 1950 (Public Law 478), $700,000, to remain 
available until expended." 

Mr. WHITI'EN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WHITTEN moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 30, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: After the 
matter inserted by the said amendment and 
before the p_eriod, insert": Provided, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be available 
in any national forest in excess of three times 
the amount available for such forest from 
sources (including claims recognized by the 
act of December 29, 1950, and receipts under 
16 U. S. C. 500) other than Federal sources." 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the next amendment in disagree-
ment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 42: Page 38, line 

6, strike out "That hereafter appropriations 
available for classing or grading any agricul
tural commodity without charge to the pro
ducers thereof may be reimbursed from non
administrative funds of the Commodity Cred
it Corporation for the cost of classing or 
grading any such commodity for producers 
who are eligible to obtain Commodity Credit 
Corporation price support'' and insert "That 
hereafter there may be transferred to appro
priations available for classing or grading any 
agricultural commodity without charge to 
the producers thereof such sums from non
administrative funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation as may be necessary in 
addition to other funds available for these 
purposes, such transfers to be reimbursed 
from subsequent appropriations therefor." 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment ih disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 60: Page 51, line 25, strike 

out "$15,000,000" and insert "$16,50o;ooO." 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede an6 concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WHITTEN moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 60, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out and inserted by said 
amendment, insert "$16,500,000 (and the 
amount in the last proviso in this paragraph 
is increased to $2,500,000) .'' 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senat e amendment No. 67: Page 64, line 13, 

insert: 
"SEC. 410. No part of any appropriation or 

authorization contained in this act shall 
b-.: used to pay the compensation of any em
ployee engaged in personnel work in excess 
of the number that would be provided by a 
ratio of one such employee to 115, or a part 
thereof, full time, part time, and intermit
tent employees of the Department and its 
instrumentalities, cooperators, and collabo
rators receiving personnel services from the 
Department: Provided, That for purposes of 
this section employees shall be considered as 
engaged in personnel work if they spend 
half time or more in personnel administra
tion consisting of direction and administra
tion of the personnel program; employment, 
placement, and separation; job evaluation 
and classification; employee relations and 
services; training; committees of expert ex
aminers and boards of civil-service examin
ers; wage administration; and processing, 
recording, and reporting: Provided further, 

· That nothing contained in this section shall 
be construed as permitting any increase 
whatever in personnel officers over and above 
the number otherwise provided for in this 
act." 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

-A mot.ion to reconsider the votes by 
which action was taken on the several 
motions was laid on the table; 
LABOR.:.FEDERAL SECURITY APPROPRIA-

TION BILL, 1952 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the conference report on the bill (H. 
R. 3709) making appropriations for the 
Department of Labor, the Federal Se
curity Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, and for other purposes, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
of the managers on the part of the House 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the requ.:!st of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 887) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
ame~dments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3709) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Labor, the Federal Security Agency, 
and related independent agencies, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference, .have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 13, 20, 23, 25, 26, 28, 43, 48, 
49, 50, 52, 55, 58, 60, 64, 68, 70, 71, 73, 74, ·76, 
78, 79, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 92, 94, 97, 107, 
108, 109, 110, 121, and 130. 

That the House recede .from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered 1, 4, 5, 6, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 
31, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 51, 
53, 54, 56, 57, 59, 62, 63, 65, 66, 69, 72, 77, 
8~ 88,9~91,93,9~ 9~ 10~ 101, 10~ 103, 10~ 
106, llL 112, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 
120, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, and 133. . 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
~ent of the Senate numbered 2, and .agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu. of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,350,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,600,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
reced·e from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$2,600,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and, agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$2,188,680"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$5,016,919"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the mnend
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree 
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to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,300,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert "$4,200,000"; and ·the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,072,825"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$6,859,200"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the number stricken out and pro
posed by said amendment, insert "five'!; and 
the Senate agree to t:ie same . . 

Amendment numbered 2C: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate :·.umbered 29, and agree 
to the saIP-e with an :.mendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$5,300,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$4,361,900"; and the Senate 
agre~ to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House 
recede from its disagreemnt to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert $2,475,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$19,123,261"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree 
t" the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$18,948,261": and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment amended to read as follows: 
"Provided further, That not more than $900,-
000 of this appropriation shall be available 
for vocational education in distributive oc
cupations"; .and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 61: That the 
House recede from its disagreement. to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$182,500,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 

follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$2,900,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$10,518,987": and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$1,598,654"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 95, and 
agree to the same with an . amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert "$626,671 "; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert "$49,549,400"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$31,500,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 113, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert "$90,000"; and the 
Senate agree to tlle same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 128, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: Restore the matter stricken by 
said amendment, amended to read as fol
lows: 

"SEC. 703. No part of any appropriation or 
authorization contained in this Act shall be 
used to pay the compensation of any incum
bent appointed to any civil office or position 
which may become vacant during the fiscal 
year beginning on July 1, 1951: Provided, 
That this inhibition shall not apply-

"(a) to not to exceed 25 per centum of 
all vacancies; 

"(b) to positions filled from within and 
by transfer to the department or agency; 

"(c) to offices or positions required by law 
to be filled by appointment of the President 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; 

"(d) to Saint Elizabeths Hospital and 
Freedmen's Hospital; 

"(e) to the Public Health Service; 
''(f) to educational institutions; and 
.. (g) to personnel engaged in law enforce

ment: Provided further, That when the total 
number of personnel subject to this section 
has been reduced to 90 per centum of the 
total provided for in the budget estimates 
for 1952, this section may cease to apply. 

Amendment numbered 129: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 129, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed 
by said amendment, insert: 

"SEc. 704. Amounts available from appro
priations and other funds in this Act, and 
amounts specified therein for personal serv
ices, are hereby reduced in the sum here
inafter set forth, such sums (except trust 
funds) to be carried to the surplus fund and 

covered into the Treasury immediately upon 
the approval of this Act, as follows: 

"DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

"Office of the Secretary 
"Salaries and expenses, Bure&u of Labor 

Standard~, $31,835; 
"Bureau of Labor Statistics 

"Salaries and expenses, $238,461; 
"Women's Bureau 

.. Salaries and expenses, $16, 715; 
"FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY 

"Office of Education 
"Salaries and expenses, $152,293; 

"Office of the Administrator 
"Salaries and expenses, Division of Serv

ice Operations: 
"Appropriation, $17,487; 
"Transfer from Old-Age and Survivors' In-

surance Trust Fund, $3,673; 
"Salaries, Office of the General Counsel: 
"Appropriation, $21,350; 
"Transfer from Old-age and Survivors' In

surance Trust Fund, $21,197; 
"NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

''Salaries and expenses, $348,541; 
"NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 

"Salaries and expenses, $15,753; 
"Arbitration and emergency boards, $6,000; 

National Railroad Adjustment Board 
"S~laries and expenses, $24,251; 

"RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

..Salaries and expenses, Railroad Retire
ment Board (trust fund), $211,096; 
"FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION SERVICE 

.. Salaries and expenses, $135,087; 
"Boards of inquiry, $1,250." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
The committee of conference report in dis

agreement amendments numbered 32, 131, 
and 132. 

JOHN E. FOGARTY, 
JOHN J. ROONEY, 
CHRISTOPHER C. MCGRATH, 
WINFIELD K. DENTON, 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
GEO. B. SCHWABE,, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
LlsTE'R HILL, 
H. M. Kn.GORE, 
WILLIAM F. KNOWLAND, 
EDWARD J. THYE, 
ZALEs N. ECTON, 

Managers .on the Part of. the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the further conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3709) 
making appropriations for the Department 
of Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and 
related independent agencies, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement 
in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon and recommended in the ac
companying conference report as to each of 
such amendments, namely: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Office of the Secretary 
Amendment No. 1-Salaries and expenses: 

Authorizes purchase of one passenger motor 
vehicle for replacement only as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of the replacement of 
two vehicles as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 2-Appropriates $1,350,000 
for salaries and expenses, Office of the Sec
;retary, instead of $1,425,000 as proposed by 
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the House and · $1,000,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 3-Salaries and expenses, 
Office of the Solicitor: Appropriates $1,600,-
000, insteart of $1,650,000 as proposed by the 
House and $1,575,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 4-Salaries and expenses, 
Bureau of Labor Standards: Inserts the Sen
ate provision limiting the amount to be 
available for personal services to not more 
than $604,870. · 

Amendments Nos. 5 and 6-Salaries and 
expenses, Bureau of Veterans' Reemploy
ment Rights: Appropriate $265,758, as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of $277,000 as 
proposed by the House, and insert. the 
Senate provision limiting the amount to be 
available for personal services to not more 
than $213,603. 

Bureau of Apprenticeship 
Amendments Nos. 7 ·and 8-Salaries and 

expenses: Appropriate $2,600,000, instead of 
$2,692,000 as proposed by the House a:nd 
$2,578,682 as prop.osed by the Senate, of which 
not more than $2,188,680 shall be available 
for personal services instead of not more than 
$2,153,049 proposed by the Senate. . 

Bureau of Employment Security 
Amendments· Nos. 9, 10, and 11....:..Salaries 

and expenses: Appropriate $5,016,919, instead 
of $5,245,959 as proposed by the Senate a;nd 
$4,635,500 as proposed by the House, ~f wi:ich 
amount $1,300,000 shall be for carrying into 
effect the provisions of title IV of the Serv
icemen's Readjustment Act of 1944 instead 
.of $1,513,765 as proposed by the Senate and 
$743,500 as proposed by the House, and of 
which total appropriation not more than 
$4,200,000 shall be available for personal 
services instead of $4,351,773 proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 12, 13, and 14-Grarits to 
States: Appropriate $164,560,000 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $165,560,000 as pro
posed · by the House, of w?ich $5,000,000,. as 
proposed . by the Senate, is for the contin
gency reserve fund instead of $6,000,000 as 
proposed by the House; deletes t~e Senate 
provision limiting the amount available for 
personal services. 

Bureau of Employees' Compensation 
Amendments Nos 15 and 16-Salaries and 

expenses: Appropriate $1,887,816 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $1,947,000 as pro
posed by the House, of which not more than 
$1,618,499 shall be available for personal 
services as proposed by the Senate. 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 
Amendments Nos. 17 and 18-Salaries and 

expenses: Appropriate $5,371,352 proposed by 
the Senate instead of $5,243,000 proposed by 
the House, of which not more than $4,5~0,· 
755 shall be available for personal services 
as proposed by the Senate. The conferees 
of both Houses agree that of the total ap
propriation available to the Bureau in 1952, 
$90,000 should be allotted for studies of 
foreign labor conditions, such amount to be 
taken from the amount otherwise available 

. for housing and public construction sta-
tistics. . 

Amendments Nos. 19 and 20-Revision of 
consumers' price index: Appropriate $1,072,-
825, instead of $1,125,000 as proposed by the 
Senate, and $1,000,000 as proposed by the 
House, and delete th'e Senate provision lim· 
iting the amount to be available for personal 
services. 

Women's Bureau 
Amendments Nos. 21 apd 22-Salaries and 

expenses: Appropriate $379,285 proposed by 
the Senate instead of $389,000 proposed by 
the House, of which not more than $317,• 
581 shall be available for personal services 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Wage and Hour Division 
Amendments Nos. 23 and 24-Appropriate 

$8,000,000 as proposed by the House instead 
of $8,365,304 as proposed by the Senate, of 
which not more than $6,859,200 shall be 
available for personal services · instead of 
$7,119,227 as proposed by the Senate. 

FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Columbia Institution for the Deaf 
Amendments Nos. 25 and 26-Salaries and 

expenses: Appropriate $390,000 as proposed 
by the House instead of $374,537 as proposed 
by the Senate, and delete the Senate pro
vision limiting the amount to be available 
for personal services. 

Food and Drug Administration 
Amendments Nos. 27 and 28-Salaries and 

expenses: Authorize the purchase of not to 
exceed five passenger motor vehicles instead 
of seven as proposed by the House and one 
as proposed by the Senate, of Which two 
vehicles shall be for replacement only as 
proposed · by the House instead of replace-. 
ment of only one as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 29 and 30-Appropriate 
$5,300,000, instead of $5,345,000 as proposed 
by the House and $5,172,975 as proposed by 
the Senate, of which not more than $4,361,900 
shall be available for personal services in
stead of not more than $4,218,475 as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Freedmen's Hospital 
Amendment No. 31-Salaries and ex

penses: Appropriates. $2,631,500 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $2,906,500 as pro
posed by the House. 

Amendment No. 32-Reported in disagree
ment. 

Howard Ur1:iversity 
Amendment No. 33-Salaries and expenses: 

Appropriates $2,475,000, instead of $2,525,000 
as proposed by the House .and $2,415,084 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Office of Education 
Amendments Nos. 34, 35, and 36-Promo

tion and further development of vocational 
education: Appropriate $19,123,26.1, instead 
of $20,017,760 as proposed by the Senate and 
$18,223,261 as proposed by the House, of 
which $18,948,261 is for the Vocational Edu
cation Act of 1946 instead of $19,847,760 as 
proposed by the Senate and $18,048,261 as 
proposed by the House, and amend the pro
vision in the House bill so as to provide that 
not more than $900,000 of the appropriation 
shall be available for vocational education 
in the distributive occupations. 

Amendments Nos. 37 and 38-Salaries and 
expenses: Appropriate $3,397,706 as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $3,253,000 as pro
posed by the House, of which not more than 
$2,893,577 shall be available for personal serv
ices as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 39 and 40-Payments to 
school districts: Appropriate $40,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $28,000,000 
as proposed by the House, and insert the 
language of the Senate making the appro
priation available for carrying out the pro
visions of section 6 ·of the act of September 
30, 1950 (Public Law 874). 

Amendment No. 41-Grants for school con
struction: Strikes out the paragraph of the 
House bill with respect to this appropria
tion and inserts the Senate paragraph in lieu 
thereof. The appropriation amount is iden
tical to the House bill. The language agreed 
upon permits direct provision of school' facil
ities, as authorized by sections 203 and 204 
of the basic legislation, in addition to grants 
to local educational agencies. The confer
ence agreement drops the two provisions of 
the House bill relating to reimbursement 
payments under section 205 of the basic law 
and to the determination of relative urgency 
of need for school facilities for purposes of 

prescribing under section 206 the order in 
which the Commissioner of Education shall 
make certifications for payments from the 
appropriation. 

Office of Vocational Rehabilitation 
Amendments Nos. 42 and 43-Payments to 

States: Appropriate $21,500,000 as proposed 
by the Senate instea<;i of $20,475,000 as pro
posed by the House, and delete the Senate 
language limiting the amount available for 
personal services. The conferees of both 
Houses agree that the reduction below the 
budget estimate, as agreed upon, should not 
be applied against the allotment for counsel
ing, guidance, and placement services. 

Amendments Nos. 44 and 45-Salaries and 
expenses: Appropriate $675,620 as propose~ 
by the Senate instead of $705,000 as proposed 
by the House, of which not more than 
$558,220 shall be available for personal serv
ices as proposed by the Senate. 

Public Health Service 
Amendment No. 46-Venereal diseases: 

Authorizes purchase of not to exceed 7 pas
senger motor vehicles for replacement only 
as proposed by the Senate instead of not to 
exceed 15 as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 47 and 48-Appropriate 
$11,653,360 for venereal diseases as proposed 
by the Senate instead of $11,700,000 as pro
posed by the House, and deletes the Senate 
language limiting the amount to be available 
for personal services. 

Amendments Nos. 49 and 50-Tubercu
losis: Appropriate $8,745,000 as proposed by 
the House instead of $8,887,351 as proposed 
by the Senate, and delete the Senate pro
vision limiting the amount to be available 
for personal services. 

Amendment No. 51-Assistance to States, 
general: Authorizes the purchase of not to 
exced 5 passenger motor vehicles for replace
ment only as proposed by the Senate instead 
of not to exceed 10 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 52-Deletes the Senate 
language limiting the amount to be avail
able for personal services from the appro
priation "Assistance to States, General." 

Amendment No. 53-Communicable dis
eases: Authorizes the purchase of not to 
exceed 10 passenger motor vehicles for re
placement only as proposed by the Senate 
instead of not to exceed 20 as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 54 and 55-Appropriate 
$5,915,747 for communicable diseases as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $6,090,000 
as proposed by the House, and delete the 
Senate language limiting the amount to be 
available for personal services. 

Amendment No. 56--Engineering, sanita
tion, and industrial hygiene: Authorizes pur
chase of not to exceed 4 passenger motor ve
hicles for replacement only as proposed by 
the Senate instead of the provision of the 
House bill authorizing purchase of not to 
exceed 11 vehicles of which 9 were for re-
placement only. · 

Amendments Nos. 57 and 58-Appropriate 
$3,648,158 for "Engineering, sanitation, and 
industri!).l hygiene" as proposed by the Sen
ate instead of $3,710,000 as proposed by the 
House, and delete the Senate language lim
iting the amount to be available for per
sonal services. 

Amendments Nos. 59 and 60-Disease and 
sanitation investigations and control, Ter
ritory of Alaska: Appropriate $1,211,129 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $1,234,000 
as proposed by the House, and delete the 
Senate language limiting the amount to be 
available for personal services. 

Amendment No. 61-Grants for hospital 
construction: Appropriates $182,500,000, in
stead of $195,000,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate and $175,ooo,ooo · as proposed by the 
House. · 

Amendment .No. 62-Salaries and expenses, 
hospital construction services: Authorizes 
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purchase of not to exceed one passenger 
motor vehicle for replacement only as pro
posed by the Senate instead of not to ex:
ceed three as proposed by the House. " 

Amendments Nos. 63 and 64-Appropr!ate 
$1,166,465 for salaries and expenses, hospit~l 
construction services, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $1,195,000 as proposed by 
the House, and delete the Senate language 
limiting the amount to be available for 
personal services. 

Amendment No. 65-Hospitals and medical 
service: Authorizes purchase of not to exceed 
9 passenger motor vehicles for replacement 
only as proposed by the Senate instead Of 
not to exceed 15 as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 66--foreign quarantine 
service: Authorize purchase of not to exceed 
5 passenger motor vehicles for replacement 
only as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
the language of the House bill authorizing 
purchase of not to exceed 12 vehicles of 
which 10 were for replac.ement only. 

Amendments Nos. 67 and 68-Appropriate 
$2,900,000 for the Foreign Quarantine Serv
ice, instead of $2,990,000 as proposed by the 
House and $2,868,029 as proposed· by the 
Senate, and delete the Senate language 
limiting-the amount to be available for per
sonal services. 

Amendment No. 69-National Institutes of 
Health: Authorizes purchase of not to ex
ceed three passenger motor vehicles for re
placement only as proposed by the Senate 
instead of not to exceed six as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 70 and 71-Appropriate 
$15,500,000 for the National [nstitutes of 
Health as propos-ed by the House instead of 
$15,559,973 as proposed by the Senate, and 
delete the Senate language limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services. 

Amendment No. 72-National Cancer In
stitute: Authorizes purchase of not to ex
ceed two passenger motor vehicles for re
placement only as proposed by the Senate 
instead of not to exceed four as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 73 and 74-Appropriate 
$19,500,000 for the National Cancer Insti
tute as proposed by the House instead of 
$19,805,171 as proposed by the Senate, and 
delete the Senate language limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services. 

Amendments Nos. 75 and 76--Mental 
health activities: Appropriate $10,518,987, 
instead of $10,737,974 as proposed by the 
Senate and $10,300,000 as proposed by the 
House, and delet e the Senate language lim
iting the. amount to be available for personal 
services. 

Amendment No. 77-National Heart Insti
tute: Authorizes purchase of not to exceed 
one ·passenger motor vehicle for 'replacement 
only as proposed by the Senate instead of 
not to exceed two as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 78 and 79-Appropriate 
$10,000,000 for the National Heart Institute 
as proposed by the House inst ead of $10,072,-
982 as proposed by the Senat e, and delete 
the Senate language limiting the amount to 
be available for personal services. 

Amendments Nos. 80 and 8·1-Dental 
health activities: Appropriate $1,598,654, in
stead of $1,697,308 as proposed by the Senate 
and $1,500,000 as proposed by the House, and 
delete the Senate language limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services. 

Amendments Nos. 82, 83, 84, and 85-
Construction of research facilities: Appro
priate $10,400,000 for continuation of con
struction of a. combined hospital and re
search building as proposed by the House 
instead of $9,445,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate; strike out the Senate language trans
ferring $955,000 to this item from prior 
funds for construction of additional aux
iliary structures; appropriate $350,000 for 
payment of obligations incurred under prior 
authority for construction of additional 
auxiliary structures as proposed by the 

House instead of $250,000 as proposed by the 
Senate; and strike out the Senate language 
authorizing the Surgeon General to enter 
into arrangements for the construction by 
private industry of rental quarters for em
ployees of the National Institutes of Health. 

Amendments Nos. 86 and 87-Appropriate 
$6,635,540 for purchase and installation of 
additional equipment, supplies, and fur
nishings for the research center as proposed 
·bY the Senate instead of $6,640,000 as pro
posed by the House, and delete the Senate 
language limiting the amount to be avail
able for personal services. 

Amendments Nos. 88 and 89-Commis
sioned officers, pay and so forth: Appropri
ate $1,861,500 as proposed by the Senate in
stead of $1,790,000 as proposed by the House, 
and delete the Senate language limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services. 

Amendment No. 90--Salaries and ex
penses: Authorizes purchase of not to ex
ceed one_ passenger motor vehicle for re
placement only as proposed by tp.e Senate 

. instead of not to exceed two as proposed by 
the House. 

Amendments Nos. 91 and 92-Appropriate 
$2,745,868 for salaries and expenses as pro
posed by the Senate instead of $2,850,000 
as proposed py the House, and delete the 
Senate language limiting the amount to be 
available for personal services. 

Saint EZizabeths Hospital 
Amendment No. 93-Salaries and ex

penses: Authorizes pur<{hase of not to ex
ceed one passenger motor vehicle for re
placement only as proposed by the Senate 
instead of not to exceed three as proposed by 
the House. 

Social Security Administration 
Amendments Nos. 94 and 95-Salaries and 

expenses, Bureau of Federal Credit Unions: 
Appropriate $175,000 dfrect appropriation as 
proposed by . the House instead of $167,650 
as proposed by the Senate, and limit the 
total, including funds to be derived from 
collection of fees; to be available for person
al services to not more than $626,671 instead 
of not more than $614,650 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 96--Salaries and expenses, 
Bureau of Old-Age and Survivors Insurance: 
Authorizes purchase of two passenger motor 
vehicles as proposed by the Senate instead 
of four as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 97 and 98-Authorize 
the expenditure of not more than $58,000,000 
from the Federal old-age and survivors in
surance trust fund for salaries and expenses 
of the Bureau, as proposed by the House, in
stead of not more than $57,437,980 as pro
posed by the Senate, of which not more than 
$49,549,400 shall be available for personal 
services instead of not more than $48,697,378 
as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 99-Grants to States for 
public assistance: Appropriates $1,150,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate instead of $1,250,-
000,000 as proposed by the House. 

Amendments Nos. 100 and 101-Salaries 
and expenses, Bureau of Public Assistance: 
Appropriate $1,600,000 as proposed by the 
Senate instead of $1,463,400 as proposed by 
the House, of which not more than $1,455,400 
shall be available for personal services as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 102 and 103-Salaries 
and expenses, Children's Bureau: Appropri
ate $1 ,500,000 as proposed by the Senate in
stead of $1,450,000 as proposed by the House, 
of which not more than $1,238,900 shall be 
available for personal services as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 104 and 105--Grants to 
States for maternal and child welfare: Ap
propriate $31,500,000 instead of $33,000,000 
as proposed by the Senate and $30,000,000 as 
proposed by the House, and delete the lan
guage of the House bill providing for pro 
rata allotment of the appropriation in pro-

portion to the amounts to which the respec
tive States are entitled by reason of section 
331 of the 1950 Amendments to the Social 
Security Act. 

Amendments Nos. 106 and 107--Salaries 
and expenses, Office of: the Commissioner: 
Appropriate $200,000 as proposed by the Sen
ate instead of $219,700 as proposed by the 
House, and in addition authorize transfer 
from the Federal. old-age and survivors in
surance trust fund of not to exceed $110,300 
as proposed by ·the House instead of not to 
exceed $100,000 as proposed by' the Senate. 

Amendment No. 108-Public assistance 
program: Strikes out the provision of the 
Senate prohibiting denial of allocation of 
Federal funds to any State which has by 
legislative enactment provided the condi
tions under which public access may be had 
to the records of the disbursements of grant-
1n-aid funds f:!,nd has otherwise complied 
with the governing statutory provisions. 

The conferees of both Houses are agreed 
that the appropriate legislative committees 
of the Congress should consider the subject 
matter of this amendment. 

Office of the Administrator 
Amendments Nos. 109 and 110--S_alarles, 

Office of the Administrator: Appropriate 
$2,050,000 from general funds as proposed by 
the House instead of $2,150,000 as proposed 
by the senate, together with transfer from 
the old-age and survivors insurance trust 
fund of not to exceed $403,000 as proposed 
by the House instead of $413,000 as proposed 
by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 111-Salarles and ex
penses, Division of Service Operations: In
serts the Senate provision limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services 
to not more than $402,045. · 

Amendment No. 112-Salaries, Office of the 
General Counsel: Appropriates $396,478 as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $412,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 113-Surplus property 
disposal: Appropriates $90,000, instead of 
$100,000 as proposed by the House and $75,:-
000 as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

Amendments Nos. 114 and 115-salaries 
and expenses: Appropriate $8,233,959 as pro
posed by the Senate instead of $8,000,000 as 
proposed by the House, of which not more 
than $6,622,284 shall be available for per
sona.I services as proposed by the Senate. 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 

Amendments Nos. 116 and 117-Salaries 
and expenses: Appropriate $394,247 as pro
posed by the Senate instead of $400,000 as 
proposed by the House, of which not more 
than $299,307 shall be available for per
sonal services as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 118 and 119-Arbitra
tion and emergency boards: Appropriate 
$144,000 as proposed by the Senate instead 
of $150,000 as proposed by the House, of 
which not more than $114,000 shall be avail
able for personal services as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 120--Salaries and ex
penses, National Railroad Adjustment Board: 
Inserts the Senate language limiting the 
amount to be available for personal services 
to not more than $460, 774. 

RAILROAD RETmEMENT BOARD 

Amendment No. 121-Payment to railroad 
retirement account: Strikes out the definite 
annual appropriation inserted °l:'y the Sen
ate and restores the annual indefinite ap
propriation language of the House bill. 

In recommending the annual indefinite 
form of appropriation, the conferees of both 
Houses will expect the Bureau of the Budget 
to withhold from the retirement fund any 
net overappropriations or overpayments 
made to the fund from the General Treasury 
through June 30, 1951, 
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Amendments Nos. 122 and - 123-Salaries 

and expenses (from trust funds): Author
ize $5,056,904 to be derived from the rail
road retirement account for salaries and ex
penses of the Board as proposed by the Sen
ate instead of $5,268,000 as proposed by the 
House, of which not more than $4,010,820 
shall be available for personal service as 
proposed by the Senate. · 
FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION SERVICE 

Amendments Nos. 124 and 125-Salaries 
and expenses: Appropriate $3,047,000 as pro
posed by the Senate instead of $2,949·,000 as 
proposed by · the House, of which not more 
than $2,566,653 shall be available for per
sonal servi~es as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 126 and ·127-Boards of 
inqufry"'-:· Appropriate $48;750 as proposeq by 
the Senate instead of$50,000 .·as· proposed by 
the House, c:if wh~ch not more than $23~750' 
shall be avaflable for personal services as 
p~oposed . by t:t:e · Sena~e: , · · · 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Amendment No. 128-Section 703: · Re

stores the provision of the House bill c~n
taining restiictions on the filling of personnel 
vacancies · that may occur· d'uring ·the fiscal · 
year · 1952 in positions for which funds are 
provided by the biU, amended to · change 
the list of exemptions · as agreed upon by 
the conferees, and ·to provide that when the 
total number of personnel subject tO this 
prov~sion, has been red~ced to : 90 _percent of · 
the total number provided for in the · 1952 . 
budget-estimates, the restrictions Of this ·pro-
ViSiOn m~y cease to apply. · 

The conferees of both Houses are agreed . 
that the savings which accrue ·from the 
operation of the provisions of · this section 
of the bill shall not be diverted to · or ex
pended for any other purpose but shall be 
impounded in the appropriations and other 
funds and returned to the Treasury, and will 
expect the agencies concerned to proceed 
accordingly. · 

Amendment No. 129-Further reductions 
in appropriations and authorizations: Makes 
reductions in various appropriations and 
authorizations carried in the act as set out 
in detail in the conference report by ap
propriation title and ameunt. The Senate 
amendment provided that each appropriation 
or authorization made by the act for any 
purpose, of which a specified portion 'was 
made available for personal services, and 
each amount so specified for personal serv
ices, was reduced by an amount equal to 
5 percent of the amount requested for per
sonal services for such purpose in the budget 
estimates. The conferees have agreed on 
reductions as provided in the Senate amend
ment in a number of instances. In most of 
such inst ances the amounts of the reduc
tions are listed under this amendment in 
the conference report. In a few other in
stances, the amounts which would have been 
available after application of the reductions 
provided by the Senat~ amendment have 
been incorporated in the amendments of 
t he Senate to the individual appropriation 
paragraphs involved. 

Amendment No. 130-Strikes out the lan
guage of the Sen ate providing that no part 
of any appropriat ion contained in the act 
shall be used to pay the compensation of 
any civilian employee of the Government 
whose duties consist of acting as chauffeur 
or driver of any Government-owned pas
senger motor vehicle other -than a bus or 
ambulance. 

Amendment No. 131-Reduction in number 
of p assenger cars: Reported in disagreem_ent. 
The conferees of both Houses have agreed 
that agencies embraced within this act which 
operate passenger cars at the seat of Gov
ernment during fiscal year 1952 shall period
ically submit to the Committees on Appro
priations of the House and Senate and to 
the General Accounting ,Office a daily trip 
record of use of the cars so operated. 

Amendment No. 132-Employees engaged 
in personnel work: Reported in disagree
ment. The motion which the House man
agers will offer on this amendment will pro
vide for exemption of the Public Health 
Service, during 1952, from the personnel 
ratio limitation agreed upon, in view of 
special circ-µmstances existing in that 
Service. It will be expected, however, that 
the Service and the Agency will on their own 
take steps to improve the existing ratio 
before the 1953 budget is considered. At 
that time, the committees exp.ect to fully 
examine 1nto tht! matter as regards the Serv
ice with view to determining the proper rela
tionship between total personnel and em-
ployees· engaged in personnel work. . 

Amendment No .. 133: .Corrects a _section 
. number. 

JOHN E. FOGARTY·, 
JOHN J. ROONEY, 
CHRISTOPHER C. McGaATH, 
Wll"rFlELD K .· DENTON' 
CLARENCE CANNON, ' 
GEO. B. SCHWABE, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, as the 
House knows,' this is the same report that 
was brought' back about 6 weeks ago. 
We hav:e followed the instructions of the 
House by returning to conference and, 
in conference yesterday, agref;!ing on _the 
same formula -for· the-Jensen amendment 
that was adopted in the Interior· and 
AgriculturaJ appropriation bins· today. 

-I yield now to my distinguished friend, 
the ranki:qg i:ntnori.ty _ member, the gen
tleman frorp. .O.klahoma .. [Mr. ScHWABEJ. 

Mr. SCHWABE. · Mr. Speaker, my 
chairman ha& 'correctly stated the sit
uation. The report is unanimous. As 
far as I know there is no disagreement, 
and there is no request for time on this 
side. 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question w'aS ordered. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-

port the first . amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 32: Page 13, line 

16, after "title", insert a colon and the fol
lowing: Provided further, That the District 
of Columbia shall pay by check to Freed;. 

· men's Hospital, upon the Surgeon General's 
request, in advance at the beginning of each 
quarter, such amount as the Surgeon Gen
eral calculates will be earned on the basis 
of rates approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget for the care of patients certified by 
the District of Columbia. Bills rendered by 
the Surgeon General on the basis of such 
calculations shall not be subject to audit 
or cert ification in advance of payment; but 
proper adjustment of amounts which have 
been paid in advance on the basis of such 
calculations shall be made at the end of 
each quarter: Provided further, That the 
Surgeon General may delegate the responsi
bilities imposed upon him by the foregoing 
proviso." 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in 
the Senate amendmept. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

provisions in this act the total number of 
passenger cars in the division or department 
concerned will be reduced by a like number." 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in 
.the Senate amendment with an amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. FOGARTY moves that the House ·recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 131, and concur there
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed by said amendm~nt 
insert: _ .. . , 

"SEc. 705'. Where the num,bei; of passenger 
cars for replacement only is reduced by the 
provisions ih this· act the ' total . number bf 
pa-ssenger ·ca·:rs -·1n· the di~ision ' or depart
ment c0ncerned· will· be reduced by a like 
number·: Provided, That in no event shall. 
the number · of passenger-ca.rrying -vehicles 
which may be operated dµring the current 
fiscal year at the seat . of Government under 
any appropriation. or authorization in this 
act exceed 50 percent of the number in use 
as of June 30; 1951." · · · 

. The motion was agreed to; 
· The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

p9rt the . next. ·amendment in dis~gree.:. 
ment. · 

.The. Clerk read as . follqws: 
Senate amendment No .. 132: Page 46, )ine 

1,· insert· ·the foilowing: _ - . · _ 
"SEC. 706. No · par~ of ~ny appropriatiqn 

contained in -this. act shall be used to pay 
the compensation of any employee engaged : 
in personnel w_ork_ in · exces·s of the . number 
t:qat would- be provided by a ratio of · one 
s-qch · employee -to. one hundred and . and 
fifteen, or a _ pa.rt thereof, full-time, part
time, and intermittent 'employees of the 
agency concerned: Provided, That for pur
poses of this section employees shall be con
sidered as engaged in personnel work if they 
spend half time or more in personnel ad
ministration consisting of direction and ad
ministration of the personnel program; em
ployment, placement, and separation; job 
evaluation and classification; employee re
lations and services; training; . committees of 
expert examiners and poards of civil-ser~ice 
examiner,s; w_age administration; and proc
essing, recording, and reporting." 

-Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. FOGARTY moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 132, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 

"SEC. 706. No p art of any appropriation 
contained in this act, except appropriations 
for the Public Health Service, shall be used 
to pay the compensation of any employee 
engaged in personnel work in excess of the 
number that would be provided by a ratio 
of 1 such employee to 105, or a part t hereof , 
full-time , part-time, and intermittent em
ployees of the agency con cerned: Pr ovided, 
That for purposes of this section employees 
shall be consider'ed as engaged in personnel 
work if they spend half time or more in per
sonnel administration consisting of direction 
and administration· of t h e personnel ·pro
gram; employment, placement, and separa
tion; job evaluation and classification; em
ployee relations and services; training; com
mittees of expert examiners and boards of 
civil-service examiners; wage administration; 
and processing, recording, and reporting." 

senate amendment No. 131: Page 45, line Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker , 1 y ield 
19, insert the following: 

"SEc. 705. Wh,ere the number of passenger 2 minutes to the gentleman f r om Vir-
cars for replacement only is reduced by the ... ginia [Mr. GARY]. 

.. 
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Mr. GARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to proceed out of order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

extend my congratulations to the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive 
Departments and its chairman upon the 
appointment of a subcommittee to look 
into the proposed consolidation of the 
insurance and death-claim activities of 
the Veterans' Administration. These 
activites were at one time centralized in 
the New York office. In 1946, under the 
direction of Gen. Omar Bradley, one of 
the ablest Administrators the Veterans' 
Administration has had, the activities 
were decentralized and dispersed among 
several offices for the more efficient serv
ice of .the veterans. It is now proposed 
to again centralize the activities, this 
time in Philadelphia. The space, which 
is to be used for this recentralization, 
had been assigned to the Frankford 
Arsenal, which is a vital agency of the 
Army Ordnance Bureau. That agency 
was preparing to occupy the space last 
week with an essential defense activity, 
when it was told that the space was not 
available because it would be used by the 
Veterans' Administration for the pro
posed consolidation. 

It is claimed there will be some econ
omy in this· change. Last week the Vet
erans' Administration advertised for 
1,000 additional employees in Philadel
phia-"experience unnecessary." We 
feel that this change will not be eco
nomical, and it will certainly impair the 
service which is now being rendered. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCORMACK], our distinguished floor 
leader, requested me to express his in
terest in this inquiry to be made by the 
Expenditures Committee. He is opposed 
to the proposed consolidation and be
lieves the committee investigation will 
show conclusively that it is 'an improper 
move. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. HARDY. I commend the gentle· 
man for calling the attention of the 
House to this matter. I am not chair
man of the subcommittee, but I am a 
member of the committee. I want to 
assure the gentleman that it is going to 
be the purpose of that subcommittee to 
go slowly into this matter and find out 
first of all, if it is in the interest of 
efficiency and economy to have any con
solidation at all; and secondly, if it in· 
fringes upon the defense effort. 

Mr. GARY. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr .. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARY. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. I would like to 

join in the sentiments expressed by the 
gentleman from Virginia and commend 
him for the interest and activity he has 
shown in this matter. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARY. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York, 

Mr. CELLER.. The removal of all 
these veteran administration offices to 
Philadelphia will not only discommode 
and inconvenience veterans who have 
claims, but it will make it utterly im
possible., particularly in death cases, for 
the dear ones of deceased veterans to 
get justice because the records will be 
unavailable and they will not be able 
to travel great distances to Philadelphia 
to validate their claims. 

Mr. GARY. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARY. I yield to the gentleman 

from North Carolina. 
Mr. BONNER. I commend the gen

tleman on calling the attention of the 
House to this very important matter. 
I will serve on this subcommittee, and 
I assure him I will give it my most care
ful attention for I recall the last time 
this change took place, it was months 
before any service could be had on ques
tions asked about insurance. 

The motion was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider the votes by 

which action was taken on the several 
motions was laid on tpe table. 

MUTUAL SECURI~ ACT OF 1951 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 5113) to 
maintain the security and promote the 
foreign policy and provide for the gen
eral welfare of the United States by 
furnishing assistance to friendly nations 
in the interest of international peace and 
security. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the fur
ther consideration of the bill <H. R. 5113), 
with Mr. WALTER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit

tee rose on yesterday there was pending 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. FULTON]. 

Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read as follows: 

those of us who oppose any further cuts 
are at a serious disadvantage. The gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BROWN] yes

. terday said he was tired of voting for 
large amounts of authorizations without 
having every penny justified. Let me 
say we cannot justify, penny for penny 
and dollar for dollar, this appropria ... 
tion because this information is a mili
tary secret. We cannot even tell you 
what amount of money in this military 
authorization will go to each of the coun
tries involved. For this reason we are 
at a disadvantage when some ·Member 
says, "Let us knock $200,000,000 off of 
this." That appeals to the instincts of 
all of us to try to save money. We 
are in a difficult position to justify why 
we oppose such a cut. 

First, let me tell you that through
out the entire hearings the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FULTON], the 
author of this amendment, at least to 
my knowledge. never asked a single 
question which would tend to bring out 
evidence in support of the cut he is now 
recommending. In his statement yes.,. 
terday he said he went to his office and 
spent 3 hours and came up with this 
suggestion. In his statement on the 
floor he offered no evidence in support 
of this cut. 

Let me call the attention of the House 
to the fact that we on the committee 
have already cut the military appropria
tion for Western Europe by an amount 
of $265,000,000. This would increase the 
cut to $465,000,000, almost a 10 percent 
cut over what the military branch of 
our Government, the Department of De
fense, felt was needed. 

This problem of mutual security is a 
relatively simple one. Our problem is 
to get military equipment into the hands 
of the soldiers of the free countries of 
Western Europe as quickly ..as we can. 
They have the manpower, we have the 
military equipment. Our purpose is to 
get the two together to increase our 
mutual security, If we delay, if we dilly .. 
dally, if we do not show our whole
hearted effort to join with our allies and 
our friends of Western Europe, the time 
may be too late when we decide that 
it is to our advantage to put arms into 
the hands of our friends. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. · Chairman, will 
Amendment offered by Mr. Fur.TON: On t 

page 2, line 22, section lOl (a) subsection he gentleman yield? 1 

(1): Strike out "~5,028,000,000" and insert Mr. ROOSEVELT. Yes; I yield to the 
"$4,828,ooo,ooo." gentleman from Pennsylvania. 1 

On page 3, line 16, strike out "$1,335,000,- Mr. FULTON. The gentleman has 
000" and insert "$1,035,000,000." commented on my method of bringing 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask up this cut. May I point out that when 
that my amendment be divided, in order the present Richards bill was offered, I 
that there may be a separate vote on am the one in the committee, 18 min. 
each of the two subsections. That is, a utes before the present bill was put in, 
separate vote on the military cut and a who asked the gentleman from South 
separate vote on the economic cut. Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS] what the fig. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on ures were, and I was denied any figure. 
the first portion of the amendment. I had to wait until the present bill was 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, I put in before I could find what any posi-
move to stri~e out the last word. /, tion of the. committee was as t.o what 

.Mr. Chairman, this is a cut of $500,· · · the cuts might be that were different 
000,000; $200,000,000 on the military end from the State Department. . . 
and $300,000,000 on the economic end in Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the authorization for Europe. the gentleman yield? 

Now, let us look first at the military Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield to my dis· 
side ·of this. Let me say that in consid.. tinguished chairman. 
ering any cuts to the bill which this Mr. RICHARDS. Let me take excep .. 
committee has brought to the House, tion of the gentleman's statement. 
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Mr. ROOSEVELT. The gentleman 

from ·South Carolina means the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Yes. The gentle
man from Pennsylvania. He has raised 
the question. So far as the chairman of 
the committee knows, and , I think I 
would know if it had happened, at no 
time during the whole hearing did the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania ask the 
gentleman from South Carolina for any 
figures; nor did he at any time during 
the entire hearings of the committee 
question the figures that were presented 
in my bill. The action that he took, so 
far as I know in regard to the figures 
were only that he proposed to increase 
the over-all figures in the bill by $150,-
000,000. He did not propose one. single 
cut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
that the gentleman from New York may 
have three additional m!nutes in order to 
pursue this further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There w1:ts no objection. 
· Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield further? 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield. 

· Mr. FULTON. · Has no-t the chairman · 
of the Foreign .Affairs · Committee, who 
is· a geod friend of· mine,-forgotten that " 
on the day he brought his bill in I was · 
the one who asked diiectly of the chair
man what the amount of the cut was and 
whether that amount would change in 
the 18 minutes between that time, which 
was 18 minut~s of 12, the time we were 
then sitting, and the time the bill would 

·be rep'orted to the House at 12 o'clock? 
And that was directed expressly to the 
total of this bill. 

My point is simply that I have worked 
on these figures and gone over them in 
great detail and have come up with what 
in my best judgment was the proper 
amount. I saw no -reason to disclose 
them other than to the people I had 
been working with. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I should just like 
to make this amendment here: The ques
tion was asked about the details of mili
tary aid to Western Europe. As I said, 
we cannot divulge the secret testimony 
that was given to us; but it was the 
wholehearted and overwhelming opinion 
of the members of this committee when 
we reported this bill that this was a fair 
and absolutely rock-bottom figure if we 
were going to help the people of Western 
Europe before it was too late. 
- Mr. MANSFIELD. I would like to con
firm what the chairman of the committee 
has said. The gentleman from Penn
sylvania who now wishes to reduce the 
bill by another $500,000,000, in the com
mittee tried to increase the bill by 
$150,000,000. I should like to say also 
that as far as the actual figure was con
cerned we all knew it at the same time; 
at least we did if we were in the com· 
mittee. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. That is correct; 
and the gentleman will recall that we 

agreed with the chairman of the com
mittee to a cut of $265,000,000 in mili
tary aid in this title I and the reason· was 
because we felt that that- extra amount 
had not been justified before the com
mittee and that the extra amount the 
administration had . asked for could not 
be · delivered. 

One other last point, if we are going 
to do this job we must make the people 
of Western E'urope realize that we are 
behind them, and behind them. now, so 
that they -can get to the business of 
getting armed as quickly as possible. Re
member, these people are living under 
the constant threat of attack over there. 

In my considered judgment this bill 
for $7,800,000,000 and this particular re
quest for $5,028,000,000 for Western 
Eurepe military aid is important, if not 
more important to the safety and secur
ity of the people of the United States as 
was the $56,000,000,000 bill we passed in 
this House earlier this week for the mili
tary defense department. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr." Chairman, I move 
to strike out the requisite number of 
words. · 

Mr. Chairman, on yesterday there 
were statements made to the effect that 
the people of India and Asia do not hold 
us in high regard. To dispel those no
t~ons that were spread on the RECORD at 
ttiat time. I sh<mldJike to read from•some .. · 
of the speeches that have recently been 
made in and out of the Par.liament·- of· .. 
India. I do want to say at the outset 
that the people of India have expressed 
time out of mind the uttermost feelings 
of friendliness and kindness to the peo
ple of this country. They covet our good 
will as we do theirs. But we must not 
be supersensitive. We must show taler- . 
ance. We must not give undue weight to 
a few irresponsible criticisms of us that 
may have been expressed by some irre
sponsible persons in India. Likewise peo- ; 
pie in India must view with tolerance 
some of the demagogic statements con
cerning India uttered in the United 
States . . I now give you some splendid 
statements by Indians concerning us. · 

I read an extract fro:;,n an aqdress by 
Dr. Bajendra Prasad delivered on July 4, 
in which. he said: 

On the one hundred and seventy-fifth an
niversary of American independence I have 
great pleasure in offering heartiest felicita
tions to Your Excellency and to the Govern;. 
ment and people of America. We look for
ward to the closest cooperation and friend
ship between India and your great country 
in the cause of world peace. 

Here is a statement from Prime Minis
ter Nehru as of July 4, 1951, to Secretary 
of State Acheson: 

On the anniversary of the Independence of 
your country, I send to you and to the Gov
ernment and to the people of the United 
States of America my sincere greetings and 
best wis:Qes from myself and from the Gov
errtment and the people of India. I should 
like to take this opportunity of conveying 
through you to the American Government 
and the people our grateful appreciation of 
the aid being given to us to meet the- very 
serious food situation that prevails in certain 
parts of India. 

I quote a statement 9f Prime Minister 
Nehru in a message sent to the President 
of the_ United States expressing sy~.:. 

:Pathy with the Kansas flood victims, 
dated July 19, 1951: . · 

I have heard with de'ep regret the . very 
serious damage and loss of life and property 
caused by the Kansas flood. Please accept, 
Mr. President, my Government's and my peo
ple's deep sympathy at this calamity which 
has overtaken so many people. We in India 
l:\ave had the misfortune to suffer -from seri
ous floods in the past and so we can. appre
ciate the suffering caused by such natural 
calamities_ and we extend our sympathy. 

In a speech made in Parliament Nehru 
-said on August 4 last: · 

I was talking about America. Look at their 
tremendous achievements. Their achieve
ment is amazing. It is a great country. It 
ii;; very easy for you to find constructive peace 
forces at play in that country. 

On December 6, 1950, Nehru said in a 
speech in Parliament: 

But there is something more which is the 
bitter truth that we have to understand and 
realize today. In this fighting that has talcen 
place in Korea the main burden on the part 
of the United · Nations has fallen on the 
forces of the United States. They have suf
fered greatly and at the present moment they 
are suffering greatly and our sympathy should 
go out to them in this present predicament. 

· I should also like to quote the following_ 
from an address delivered to the Parlia
ment of India by the President of India 
on, August .6; 1951: 

The food situation in the country has been 
a- matter. ©f the gravest- concern -to my Gov
ernment and, for many months, the threat . 
o~ famine hovered ov.er large areas of the 
country, more especially over Bihar. I am 
g~a~ to .say that there has been appreciable 
improvement and that threat has receded 
into the background. But dangers remain 
and constant and cooperative effort is needed 
to overcome them. I should like to express 
my i:;ratitude to the friendly nations who 
came forward with help in ships and food 
grains. In· particular, I should like to express 
my gra~itude .to the United States of America 
!or· the loan of 2,000,000 tons of food grains. 

Mr. Chairman, I could go on and on 
and read to you fulsome statemeqts 
made by the leaders of Inqia indicating 
their uttermost sympathy for what we 
sfand for and which are indicative of the 
friendship they bear to us. It is true 
tlia t some Indian may voice dissension 
from our aims and views or criticism of 
us, but it is unfair to take stray bits o! 
criticism and balloon them out of all 
proportion, and, as is often the case, to 
lift from context. I think we must lool{ 
at the picture as a whole, and I think 
then, the conclusion may reasonably and 
easily be drawn that India· has the 
kindliest of feelings toward us. 

.We must be fair, we must be just 1n . 
this regard, and I hope, therefore, there 
will . not be a rec~rrence of these very 
bitter statements about India that we 
heard yesterday from Members who ad
dres!'ied the House. 

Judging from some of the sharp and 
barbed statements of some Members, one 
would gather the impression that these 
Members would want India to grovel in 
the dust at our feet in expressing grati
tude for our recent loan for food grains. 
Such attitude is ridiculous. 

Let us rather try to understand each 
other with fairness and some -degree of 
humility. Both natio~s have perplexing 
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problems of an international character 
crying for solution. Developing fric
tions between our two countries makes 
solutions more difficult. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on this amendment to title I close in 15 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I object, 
,,Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is it a substitute 

for the first portion of the Fulton 
amendment? • 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. My 
amendment applies to both parts, Mr. 
Chairman, but I can ask unanimous 
consent to offer the first part to the 
Fulton amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
offers an amendment to the first section? 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Yes. That 
was my thought. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I yield to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Can the gentle
man give us the second part of his pro- · 
posed amendment, how much that cut is? 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Yes. That 
cut is $672,000,000. We had an appro-

. priation as of June 30, 1951 for military 
items of $5,794,300,000. That was the 
amount we appropriated. The gentle
man from Ohio tried to find out what has 

· been delivered. They wound up by show
ing that actually the correct figures on 
delivery as against a $5,500,000,000 ap
propriation were $108,400,000 worth of 
end items. The first guess was some
thing like $450,000,000. General Scott 
was off only $291,000,000 in 1 month of 
shipments. If that is the extent of the 
accuracy of the testimony then it is not 
entitled to much weight. 

In this matter of ECA aid, Mr. Bissell, 
the Deputy Administrator, came before 
the committee and finally admitted that 
they were off $500,000,000 on that item. 

I submit that as far as this amount is 
concerned for military items, we can well 
afford to cut because money for military 
purposes is running out of our ears. 
Those who are in charge of the pro-

' Substitute amendment offered by Mr. gram know they cannot deliver with 
SMITH of Wisconsin to the first portion of the money appropriated to them. The 
the amendment of Mr. FULTON: Page 2, line 
22, section 101 (a), subsection (1) strike out goods cannot be produced. The tax
"$5,028,000,000" and insert "$4,700,000,000." payers of this country are asking that we 

as legislators here this afternoon give 
Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- these huge authorizations a good going 

mentary inquiry. over. Certainly it seems to me that this 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman $238,000,000 cut is amply justified. 

will state it. Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, I 
Mr. JUDD. Is it possible to divide an rise in opposition to the amendment. 

amendment and off er an amendment to Mr. Chairman, it is easy for me to un
a portion of an amendment or is a divi- derstand how Members of this body who 
sion applicable only in the case of voting are not members of the Committee on 
on an amendment? Foreign Affairs could offer amendments 

The CHAffiMAN. Yes. That is what similar to those offered by the gentleman 
has been done here. _) from Pennsylvania, but it is most dim-

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair- ~ cult for me to understand how any mem
man, my amendment to this first section bers of the committee, who were in at
of title would cut the appropriation for tendance for 31 hearing days and 9 days 
military $328,000,000. I know how sacred of executive session, can be unaware of 
a proposition this military thing is, but . what the committee actually did in cut
in view of the testimony before our com- .1 ting these authorizations as originally 
mittee I think my cut of $328,000,000 is '.· sent down. 
as much justified as is the figure that is I think I can say to the House that 
in the bill. there are no two more "show-me guys" 
t We know that the testimony was very in the Congress of the United States 
indefinite and uncertain. We were not than the gentleman from South Caro
able to pinpoint or ·to determine exactly Jina [Mr. RICHARDS], Mr. Chairman, and 
what the need was for military end items, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYsl. 
·and I submit that so far as the record is Our committee frizzled and fried every 
concerned that much of the testimony bit of fat that there was in this particu
that we had was of a guessing variety. lar bill. 
.We would insist upon specific testimony I should like to give the House some 
being brought in to justify the amount facts and not generalities as to what we 
but, of course, the old bugaboo of secrecy really did, because you will find actual 
confronted us. cuts throughout the entire breadth of 

I want to call your attention to a state- this bill. 
ment made by the gentleman from Ohio This bill came down from the execu
yesterday in connection with this matter tive branch for $8,500,000,000. For title 
which points out exactly what went on I there was allowed $6,968,000,000. The 
as far as the committee was concerned chairman of our committee in intro:. 
and so far as those who tried to justify ducing his bill deducted from title I a 
these items are concerned.. I refer to total of $605,000,000. You are talking 
yesterday's RECORD, August 16, on page now about $605,000,000, but that is just 
10148. We had General Scott before the the beginning. What else did we do in 
committee. There was some question as , the committee to cut this authorization 
to how much of the end items had been 1n title I? In the first place, we de-
1delivered. ·:; ~ ducted from title I ·the sum of $55,000,-
: Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, !~· 000, and put it in title VI. Title VI pro-

LWill the gentleman yield? _,.Vides that that $55,000,000 will go for 

the procurement and development of 
strategic materials all over the world. 
So there is another $55,000,000 deducted. 
In addition, the cost for administering . 
this program all over the globe comes 
out of title I, and that will take approx
imately $78,000,000 more from title I. 

Furthermore, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] introduced in com
mittee, and it was overwhelmingly 
adopted, an amendment which will be 
found in section 612 of the bill. Section 
612 provides that 20 percent of all the 
authorizations for ECA shall be by way 
of loan. That means that this is not · 
give-away money, but that this is 
$320,000,000 of come-back money to 
the United States of America. So, if 
you are talking about whether we are 
giving away the money of the United 
States of America and of our taxpayers, 
here is another $320,000,000 that is not 
give-away funds, but represents an ac
tual cut in the authorization. 

What else have we done to further a 
cut? If you read the bill, and try to 
understand it, you will find in section 
612 (2) (D), a provision also introduced 
by that great student of foreign affairs, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VORYS], 
a provision requiring that $500,000,000 
of the counterpart fund be utilized for 
the specific purpose of increasing mili
tary production. If you understand how 
the counterpart fund works, you will 
know this fund was originally used, or 
intended to be used, to help the econo
mies of all these European nations, but 
with the requirement of this amendment, 
we take $500,000,000 more for the pur
pose of increasing military production. 

So, if my figures are correct, we actu
ally shaved off of title I, $1,053,000,000 
and a contingent fund of an additional 
$500,000,000. Therefore, the gentlemen 
are not explaining this bill to the House 
when they tell you we have not cut the 
bill in committee. Now it is all right for 
you gentlemen to go back to your home 
districts and say that we have cut this 
bill and that we have saved $500,000,000. 
But will you be frank enough to go back 
to your districts and tell your people 
that at the same time you are hurting 
the security· of the United States of 
America? This reminds me of the profli
gate husband who tells his wife to go out 
on a shopping spree on the money that 
he saved by canceling his life-insurance 
policy. What protection. That is ex
actly what you will be doing. I say the 
amendment of the gentleman from the 
Keystone State is actually an amend
ment which will remove one keystone 
from the security of the United States of 
America. If you believe in this bill and 
if you believe in the principle of this 
mutual security program, you should be 
in favor of the bill that we have worked 
out in committee so carefully. But, if 
you are against the bill, then vote against 
it and do not try to hamstring it by these 
undercutting amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gen
tleman from Connecticut, I think that 
a cut of one-fiftieth on a $25,000,000,000 
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. program, -which is a cut ·of 2 _percent on 

this 3-year def.ense prog-ram, which we 
are just entering into under this mutual 
security bill, is a little something less 
than the keystone of defense of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I am glad to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. The gentleman is 
talking about a 3-year program here, 
when the gentleman knows that we are 
now considering the authorization for 
the first year, and that what happens 
2 years from now depends upon what 
the Congress does. We must address 
ourselves to the cut which you propose 

· now in this bill, and not talk of some
thing that will come up in 1952 or 1953. 

Mr. FULTON. Of course, we all know 
this is part of a $25,000,000,000 program. 

· Secretary of State Acheson has said so in 
his testimony before the Senate com-
mittee. · 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · · 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLECK. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. RrnrcoFF] made the 
suggestion that if anyone was against 
the bill he should just vote against it, 
but not undertake to scuttle it or cripple 
it with amendments. Does not the gen
tleman agree with ine that one might be 
for this program but he might yet exer
cise his own judgment· about how much 
needs to be appropriate_d to implement 
it? Certainly, to question the good faith 
of anyone wl).o raises a question _about a 
figure , particularly when the members 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee them
selves say they cannot justify it dollar 
for dollar, is not a fair argument. 

Mr. FULTON. I agree with the gen
tleman. Positions have changed in 2 
years. At that time I supported the full 
military assistance and economic aid in 
title I amounting to $1,168,000,000. On 
August 18, 1949, the gentleman from 
South Caroli11a [Mr. RICHARDS] intro.
duced an amendment to cut $584,000,000 
from title I, military aid to Europe, in 
the mutual defense assistance program, 
when it first started and when conditions 

. were much worse, when the United 
States had not given this aid to Europe 
and when there was great disparity in 
our forces. I argued ·against that 50 
percent cut that the gentleman from 
South Carolina recommended then, as 
I felt it affected the success of the pro
·gram and United States security. These 
same countries then needed only $155,'." 
000,000 to expand their military plants in 
Europe and to increase their arms pro
duction. The House voted that be cut 
by 50 percent through that amendment. 
It was too much of a cut and amount 
was restored. Now, on a big authoriza
tion for military and economic purposes 
of $6,000,000,000 in title I, I come in with 
less than a 10-percent cut, and one mem
ber from the committee feels that might 
be pulling something called the keystone 
of the defense. Well, it is something less 
than that broad statement, we all know. 
If we look at the whole program of $25,-
000,000,000, a cut of 2 percent is simply 

·· saying to these fellows, ' 'Be ca-reful of 
your administrative expenses . . ·Use · up 
the large balances of ·funds these pro
grams already have from previous pro-
grams." · · 

Let me show you what balances they 
already have. You would think from 
hearing the arguments here that tlie 
$300,000,000 cut on economic aid was 
going to hurt something. There is right 
now in ~conomic aid, in the pipelines, 
that has not yet reached the European 
countries, $1,507,000,000. So .a billion 
and a half dollars in title I, is on the 
way to Europe in the pipeline, which 
will give these countries a great further 
boost above 1938-39 levels. 

Now, on the military program, let us 
see what else they have. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. On page 3 of the 
bill, lines 24 and 25, the bill provides: 

In addition, unexpended balances of ap-
. propriations heretofore made for carrying 
out t he purposes of the E~omic Coopera
tion Act of 1948, as amended, are hereby 
authorized to be continued--

Mr. FULTON. Those balances are in 
this program by that section. I am 
reducing the $1,335,000,000 figure for 
.economic aid under title I simply by 
$300,000,000, and we will still have a 
billion and a half that is moving in the 
pipelines to .Europe in addition. So 
that, with my amendment, they still 
have $2,500,000,000 in economic aid for 

· 1 year, after 3 years of the Marshall
plan program. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Nebraska. · 

Mr. STEFAN. Do your figures in
clude the counterpart funds? 

Mr. FULTON. No. 
Mr. STEFAN. Is there any limita

tion on counterpart funds? 
Mr. FULTON. These counterpart 

funds can be used either for economic 
or military aid as agreed upon between 
the United States and recipient coun-· 
tries. . 

Mr. STEFAN. These are dollars you 
are talking about? 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; the figures I 
have given are in dollars. The joint 
accounts are held in the currencies in 
each country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex
pired; 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceeed for five 
additional minutes to explain these 
figures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Chairman, I 
object. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent t.o proceed for two 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FULTON. I am sorry I cannot 

yield further . . 

I would like to answer the question 
or' the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. · 
STEFAN] as to the unexpended counter
part funds. There is now $1,728,000,000 
in joint accounts with those countries 
in which the United States has a joint 
interest, in unexpended counterpart 
funds. At the present time the balance 
available, that they have not even de
cided where it shall go, is $1,534,000,000. 

Now, on military aid: From the fiscal 
year 1950 in military aid in title I there 
is still $146,100,000 not even obligated; 
no orders for military equipment have 
been issued on these funds. 

As of June 30, 1951, under title I 
there is unobligated $315,000,000, under 
the military program. 

The total military program unobli
gated balance as of June 30, 1951, is 
$456,000,000. 

Going over to the economic side we 
find there is a total of $112,600,000 un
obligated in the economic program as 
of June 30 of this year. . 

This makes a total of unobligated 
money right now of $568,600,000 for title 
I, military and economic aid. 

Then go over to counterpart funds 
and we find $1 ,728,000,000 for Europe 
in local funds which can be used on 
both military and economic aid. 

In the pipeline you find $1,500,000,000 
more that has not even reached Europe 
in economic aid. 

I think that will explain why this title 
should be cut. I ask anybody on the 
committee to deny that those figures 
are the exact figures of our own com
mittee staff reports. These figures are 
being read right from the ' committee 
staff report: . 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has mentioned my name 
in connection with these proposed cuts 
and cuts I have offered in the past, and 
my attitude in the premises I think· I 
should say something about it. 

As I said in the House yesterday, I do 
not apologize for my action in 1949 when 
I proposed to cut in half the mutual de
fense assistance authorization for Eu

. rope, and I told the House why: We had 
no unified command ; the men were not 
marching, and we had no Eisenhower in 
command. I thought it was folly to 
provide a 2-year program when not even 
a 1-year program had been started. 
·But the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who at that time favored a 2-year pro
gram, has now developed into a great 
economizer in the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee where he said he worked so hard 
and so strong for economy. The figures 
in this bill are not sacred; the figures 
from the executive branch are not sa
cred; I have never contended that they 
were. The figures I presented in title I 
are not sacred; I have never pretended 
they were. I do say -that they are m1 
honest conclusions; these cuts in the bill 
are made where the economy of the 
United States could stand them and 
where the framework of the aid pro
gram could stand them. 

But what did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania do when we had this bill . 
in committee, my bill CH. R : 5020) con
taining a cut of $265,000,000 I proposed 



10230- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE AUGUST 17 
cuts in my bill of $200,000,000? Did the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania-accord
ing to his own words--propose in the 
Foreign Affairs Committee to cut the 
over-all figure of the bill by one dollar? 
No· and neither did he propose the cut 
or ~dd to the cut of $285,000,000 in eco
nomic aid made in my bill (H. R. 5020). 
On the contrary, the gentleman was 
very consistent; in every one of the aid 
programs brought to the House he has 
gone down the line to the dollar for the 
amount that the executive branch pro
poses. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania did 
not propose to cut one single dollar 
when the Foreign Affairs Committee 
was considering this bill; on the con
trary, he proposed to add $150,000,000 
to it. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I do not yield. 
Mr. FULTON. I should like to make 

a correction on that. 
Mr. RICHARDS. The gentleman pro

posed to add $150,000,000 to it. When 
did he "get religion?" What caused the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania suddenly 
to become an economizer? Is it a de
sire on his part to cut the ground from 
under the chairman of the Foreign Af
fairs Committee because he does not 
like something the chairman has done? 
I do not know. But I will say this: the 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee has done something that is rather 
new in proceedings in this Congress. He 
took the bull by the horns and cut $550,-
000,000 off of title I of this bill and the 
committee agreed with this figure. Now 
all of a sudden the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the great economizer, 
comes in here with some figures that he 
says are sacred, and the gentleman who 
wanted to add $150,000,000 to- this bill 
now wants to cut it down by another 
$500,000,000. Now, overnight, he says 
that in the interest of the welfare and 
security of the United States the House 
should cut title · I funds according to the 
Fulton figures. 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the requisite number of 
words. . 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
strikes at the mutual-defense program 
in Europe which General Eisenhower is 
laboring so hard to implement at the 
present time. It was my privilege sev
eral weeks ago to visit Europe with 17 
other Members of the House who went 
over to look over this program. 

I know that a great many people in 
this House are saying today : "We believe 
in the Eisenhower military program but 
we want to cut the economic aid." 

Let me say to you in all seriousness 
that there is no difference between the 
military program. and the economic pro
gram today in Europe. I will give you 
an illustration · which shows how the 
economic-aid funds are being used. We 
visited a plant in Holland which is one 
of the most modern airplane plants I 
have ever seen. As a matter of fact, be
fore the plant was built they sent engi
neers to the United States to look over 

· plants here. This plant would do credit 

to any manufacturer in the United 
States. 

At that plant they are turning out 
Mercury fighting planes for use in the 
mutual-defense program. Let me show 
you how the various countries are coop
erating. The license for the Mercury 
plane is owned by England, so England 
is permitting the planes to be build under 
its license. The engines are being man
ufactured in the Rolls-Royce plant in 
Belgium. Those engines are then sent 
to Holland. Holland builds the frames, 
assembles the planes, and they go out 
from that plant ready to fty. 

The United States under the eco
nomic-aid program lent $350,000 to build 
that plant. Now that is where a part of 
your economic aid went-to help build 
that plant so that these fighting planes 
can be manufactured for defense pur
poses. The economic aid in Europe to
day is being used for such purposes. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KEN~DY. Is it not a fact, 
though, that in that plant those air
plane engines are made in minor quanti
ties and are not having any appreciable 
effect on the defense of Europe? 

Mr. GARY. Of course, they are not 
turning them out in mass production 
like we are in the United States; but if 
we can help those countries to help 
themselves we will relieve the United 
States of just that much effort, and that 
is what we are doing in this particular 
case. 

Let me say to you in connection with 
the amounts you are considering today 
that this is a bill merely authorizing the 
funds for this program. You will get 
another shot at the amounts in the ap
propriation bill that will come before 
you later. I have the privilege of be
ing chairman of the subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee that will 
consider these appropriations. I think 
it is an able subcommittee. We have as 
members the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RooNEY], the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BATES], the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLES
WORTH], and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. COUDERT]. We are going to 
be conducting hearings during at least 
a part of the recess when the other 
Members will be away from Washington 
enjoying themselves and we will be con
sidering the very questions you are try
ing to settle here on the ftoor today. 
I pledge to the House that our commit
tee will consider very, very carefully 
every item that is requested for this 
program. I ask you to give us a little 
latitude in the authorizing legislation. 

I promise you that our committee, 
when we bring the appropriation bill be
fore you, will have a bill that we can 
fully justify. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. . 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to support 
all amendments to this bill that will 
limit the amount of money appropriated, 
but even with these amendments I will 
vote "no" on the entire bill. 

I did not favor this Atlantic Pact, and 
spoke against it, and have had no reason, 
upon reftection, to change my vote. Over 
5 years have passed since the shooting in 
World War II stopped, and Western Eu
rope has been exposed to overwhelming 
Russian armies ever since-but no trou
ble has broken out, and in my opinion no 
trouble will break out. My reasons for 
this belief are based on the following 
facts: Great Britain has been, and still 
is, carrying on a brisk trade with Russia. 
The fact is Russia is a good customer of 
the British Empire, and England has 
many manufactured articles that Russia 
wants. England is a manufacturing is
land, and she depends on manufacture 
and trade to exist. As long as this rela
tion between Russia and England con
tinues, two things are certain: 

First. Russia will not attack England. 
Second. England will not be much 

concerned with arming against Russia. 
We have absolutely no business at all 

in Western Europe, because under the 
terms of the Atlantic Pact itself we are 
not obligated to go to the defense of any 
of the countries contained within the 
pact, unless one of these countries is in
vaded; when that happens, under the 
terms of the pact, we automatically de
clare war on the aggressor and enter the 
conftict. Congress has been stripped of 
any power to declare or ref use to declare 
war against such an aggressor as the 
terms of the treaty provide automatic 
war, without any further action on the 
part of Congress. 

No country in Western Europe has 
been attacked by any- aggressor, so just 
what is our status in Western Europe to
day? We have Sir Dwight Eisenhower, 
already titled by the British, running 
around Europe playing Paul Revere to 
arouse those countries to action. We 
have seen that England is not concerned 
about the situation. France cannot be 
stirred up to fight an aggressor that 
has not yet appeared, and besides the 
French people are about equally divided 
between Communists and anti-Com
munists. Sweden and Denmark do not 
want any of it and Norway is not enthu
siastic and many of the countries who 
have had experience in world wars can
not stand another invasion and another 
American liberation. The liberation, to 
them, is more damaging than the inva
sion, because when we get through liber
ating a country there is not much left 
of it except the road signs. 

Germany holds back and well she 
might. The deal we handed the Ger
mans is still remembered and will be for 
generations. We could have taken Ber
lin in 3 days, but we camped outside of 
Berlin for 3 weeks to give the Russians 
a chance to take Berlin. General Pat
ton could have entered at any time, but 
he was stopped by General Eisenhower, 
who no doubt was acting upon orders 
from Washington. 

The Russians entered and there has 
been nothing but turmoil and intrigue 
between the occupying forces ever since. 
l'he German people have been the suf
ferers in this game of politics and they 
have reason to doubt us in the present 
situation. If Germany is attacked; of 
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c~urse, the Germans will fight, but they 
will never grow enthusiastic over our 
war scare in Europe. 

We are to dump $8,500,000,000 more 
into the hopper of internatfonal strife 
and to no present purpose and at a time 
when, under the pact, we have no busi
ness in Europe. 

I would not be much surprised that the 
$2,000,000,000 to be spent on France 
would finally fall into the hands of the 
Communists, just as our money assigned 
to Czechoslovakia went. You have not 
very far to go, as the United Nations is 
composed of delegates who represent 
more Communist people than are repre
sented by the anti-Communist group. 
A careful study of the multitude of or
ganizations within the United Nations is 
spreading communistic ideas directed at 
this country faster than the Russians 
are. The U. N. seems more concerned 
with_ changing our laws here than they 
are m any other country. If they can 
concoct a law or convention which when 
approved will set one law aside in the 
United States, it can set other laws 
aside. The Genocide Convention now 
before the Senate,' if adopted, will take 
away the jurisdiction of our courts to 
give protection to citizens of this coun
try who are charged with crime as de
fined by the United Nations. 

I am for this country regardless of all 
organizations and the sooner we quit 
spending money in wild goose chases 
around the world with Communist ad
visers, the more apt we shall be to pro
tect this Republic. Of the 60 nations 
in the United Nations, how many of them 
can give us any protection? In the trial 
run . in Korea, 52 of those nations 
·have not contributed a single man or a 
single dollar. I would rather rely on 
one State in the United States, than 
to rely on all of Latin America from 
Mexico to Cape Horn. We are capable 
of def ending ourselves-abundantly cap
able-if we spend 25 percent of the money 
we are giving away and spend it on our 
own defense. We are abundantly cap
able of aiding any country that is will
ing to stand. up and fight, but to spend 
money on Great Britain who cannot 
resist the rich trade with Russia and 
who sucks us in to defend her trade is 
a perfect example of the asininity of our 
foreign policy. 

I am sure a few amendments to our 
Constitution can head off some of this 
international interference: 

First, I have introduced a constitu
tional amendment making all treaties 
subject to approval by both Houses of 
Congress. 

Second, fo. another amendment I pro
pose that no citizen of this country shall 
be compelled to serve in the Armed 
Forces of the United States in any for
eign country, unless Congress has de
clared war on that country and that no 
citizen of the United States ~hall be com
pelled to serve in the Armed Forces of 
the United States under any other ban
ner or insignia than that of the Stars 
and Stripes of the United States of 
America. 

These amendments will protect this 
country from the activities of the United 
Nations in interfering with the laws of 

this country, and .will end sending our 
boys across the seas to enter conflicts 
which the Congress of the United States 
·has not declared as wars. 

It will check the plan of General 
Eisenhower to have all soldiers in West
ern Europe wear the same uniform and 
march under the banner and flag of the 
United Nations instead of the Stars and 
Stripes of the United States. 

The taxpayers of the United States 
can no longer support appropriations in 
one Congress aggregating over $80,000,-
000,000 for supporting our international 
meddling. We will have to call a halt 
sometime and that time has arrived so 
far as I am concerned. I will vote ~'No" 
on this bill, no matter how it is reduced 
by amend::nents. 

I submit a dispatch from London 
dated August 15, 1951: 
[From .the Chicago Tribune of July 16, 1951] 
BRITISH To DEFY UNITED STATES AND TRADE 

WITH RED BLOC-MAKE NEW DEAL SWAPPING 
RUBBER FOR 'I:JMBER 
LONDON, August 15.-A British spokesman 

said today that short of general war, this 
nation must continue to do business with 
Communist countries despite American criti
cism. 

Hartley Shawcross, president of the board 
of trade, urged the American people to be
lieve Britain's economic woes make trade 
with East Europe essential and irreplaceable. 

In a major policy speech at Truro, Corn
wall, Shawcross also disclosed that Russia 
has reserved the right to tear- up a new 
$28,000,000 timber contract with Britain un
less this country swaps rubber supplies in 
return. 

MOSCOW WAN-TS UNITED STATES TRADE 
About the time Shawcross was speaking, 

the Moscow radio broadcast a plea for more 
trade between Russia and the United States. 
An article in the English langu age News, the 
radio said, expressed the view that a revival 
of Soviet-American trade would be a valu
able contribution toward a healthier world 
economy. It suggested the United States, 
machine-tool-industry could find a big mar
ket in Russia. 

Timber and grain make up the bulk of 
Russia's exports to Britain. The British pay 
with wool, rubber, machinery, anq such 
other Commonwealth products as jute, cot
ton, and cocoa. 

Shawcross said Britain will continue the 
general western ban on shipment of war
potential goods. 

But the Battle bill in the United States 
Congress, with few exceptions, would bar 

· all forms of American aid to nations which 
do any trading with Communist countries. 

"This (east-west trade) is not a matter 
which ought to be settled by the laying 
down of unilateral conditions or by. the 
denial of supplies essential to our well
being," Shawcross said . . "It is preeminently 
one for frank but friendly d iscussion be
tween allies." 

GETS 6,000 TONS MONTHLY 
Under American pressure, Britain last 

April cut off all British rubber exports to 
Red China. Rubber has important war 
uses. Rubber exports have continued to 
Russia, but on a basis of rationing. Britain 
sends 6,000 tons to Russia monthly, a quan
tity considered necessary for her normal 
civilian needs. 

Anglo-Soviet discussions have begun for a 
new coarse-grains agreement to 'Cover the 
Russians' latest harvest-sales period. This 
country hopes to get up to a million tons 
<;>f corn, barley, and oats. 

Shawcross noted that 60 perce~t of Brit
ain's food is imported. He warned Britain's 

world trade balance is showing a deficit and 
is especially serious on the dollar side. Brit
ain could _get grains p.nd timber to replace 
her Russian supplies only from the dollar 
area. 

The biggest items of Commonwealth trade 
with Russia _in 1950 were wool and rubber. 

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

· There was no objection. 
Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, again it appears that the 
President has overridden the expressed 
will of the Congress and has set out on 
a course of action designed to nullify 
the rightful exercise of its powers by the 
legislative branch. 

Not more than a week ago the House 
took action on an amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
RAINS] which would have authorized the 
Chief Executive to take steps looking 
to the dispersal of plants and industries 
considered by him to be dangerously 
centralized and subject to enemy attack. 
The House listened to the arguments in 
favor of the gentleman's amendment 
and after mature consideration of th~ 
provisions of the amendment proceeded 
to vote down the measure in the com
mittee. In light of the fact that the 
other body had taken similar action on 
the proposal, it appeared certain that 
plant dispersal had been disposed of far a 
few weeks at least. Those who thought 
so knew little of the obstinacy which is 
the hallmark of the bureaucrat. 

On Friday, last, and in a manner 
which could only lead one to think that 
the President holds the legislative 
branch and its acts in utter contempt, 
Mr. Truman instructed Defense Mobi
lizer Charles E. Wilson to proceed with 
admini~tration plans for plant disposal, 
the action of the Congress to the con
trary notwithstanding. As the matter 
stands at the moment these plans will be 
carried into effect, and industry and 
labor will be told when and where to 
build and to work. Precedents for such 
arbitrary action are not difficult to find, 
nor historically remote. Every dicta
torship in history, from the Nile Valley 
to the planned socialism of England, 
have depended upon an absolute power 
in the hands of the rulers to direct em
ployment, the location and the produc
tion of industry; and the regulatory 
power over such dispositions have been 
detailed in much the same manner as is 
proposed by the President. 

We find again the excuse that the pro
posed dispersal of American industry and 
~merican workers is necessary in the 
national defense. If many of the plan
ners here in Washington were to have 
their way, we should soon find ourselves 
completely at the mercy of the total state 
without having had an opportunity to 
strike a blow in defense, and all would 
be accomplished under the guise of aid
ing the defense effort. 

If the Congress permits this blatant 
usurpation of its power to legislate and 
to declare its clear intent with respect to 
such legislation. we might better close 
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the doors of these halls and return to our 
homes, there to find our respective places 
in the new order and prepare ourselves 
for life in a state where the people have 
no direction of their individual and col
lective destinies. 

The ·fact that many of our great lead
ers of incl.ustry have not raised their 
voice in protest over the unwarranted 
and arbitrary action of the President 
and his advisers is tragic evidence of the 
sad state of disrepair into which the 
American spirit has fallen. So complete 
has become the dependence of many 
businessmen upon the largess of the 
Federal Government, that today they 
lack the courage to speak up in their 
own behalf. Like a parcel of mendicants 
they take their 'instructions meekly and 
without a murmur of protest. I am con
tent to hold out the shoe of subjugation 
to government and let those wear it on 
whose feet it feels comfortable. 

Nor have the protests of organized la
bor been forthcoming, yet men and 
women who work for a living in the 
great industries are affected even more 
than management. These are the men 
and women who have hoarded their sa v
ings to buy a home. These are the 
Americans whose children have been 
raised in the community in which the 
plant is located, and whose youngsters 
attend the local schools. If they are 
prepared to tear up their economic roots 
at the. direction of the President, they 
alone must suffer the consequences. 

Why has American industry centered 
in certain areas? The answers are ob
vious and many. Geography, transpor
tation, access to raw materials, facili
ties for producing, harvesting, and mar
keting, have all contributed to the 
growth of centers of industry and busi
ness. Yet the social planners, working 
as always with funds from the taxpay
er's pocket, propose to repeal additional 
natural laws governing commercial 
transactions. 

The mortarboard morons, fresh from 
a Pyrrhic victory over the law of sup
ply and demand seek new fields to con
quer, and dispersal of industry is the 
newest fascinating toy. No one suggests 
what the bill will amount to as the na
tional defense wizards move toward the 
disruption of an industrial economy 
which has outstripped the world in 
know-how and production. 

It is past time for the Congress to 
bare its teeth. Its vaunted power and 
authority is in rags and tatters, its ex
pressed wishes and intent treated as 
the aberrations of a diseased mind. Un
less it stands to its guns and services 
them when necessary, there is no ex
cuse for its existence as the legislative 
agent of a free people. 

When the Government tells a worker 
where to work, it is a police state govern
ment. When an administration with
holds essential material or contracts be
cause it does not approve the location of 
an industry, it becomes a power of eco
nomic life or death, and wields a whip
lash of destruction. 

The President should be informed of 
the intent of the Congress on the ques
tion of plant dispersal. It was perfectly 
clear to all of- us what was intended 

· when the House and the other body act-

ed, but evidently Mr. Truman still does 
not get the idea. We should say to the 
President that the Congress meant 
hands off American industry and Ameri
can labor. 

The action of the administration in 
seeking to disperse American industry 
and labor in the face of a protest from 
the Congress and the American people is . 
not new. Since 1940 the plans have gone 
forward and a new publication, Is Your 
Plant a Target?, issued by the National 
Security Resources Board draws the 
blueprint for the action to be taken in 
circumventing the will of the Congress. 

It is past time that action be taken to 
curb the arrogance of the administra
tion. 

Mr. HALL.ECK. ' Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last v:ord. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one thing 
about the gentleman from North Dakota 
CMr. BuRDICKJ, when he gets through 
speaking we all know where he stands, 
and that certainly is commendable. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard in the 
course of the debate a question raised 
as to whether or not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania or the gentleman from 
Wisconsin proposed these cuts in the 
committee. I do not think that makes 
any difference. It does not make any 
difference to me. It might mean some
thing personal to somebody on the com
mi:ttee, but, as far as I am concerned, 
I have a responsibility here to the people 
I represent and to my own conscience 
to try to do what is right in this matter 
in the best interests of my country. So 
to my mind it does not add anything to 
question the integrity or the continuity 
of purpose or anything else that might be 
involved in respect to anyone who offers 
an amendment. 

Let me say also that I commend the 
· committee on the cuts it has made in 
these amounts. I commend the gentle
man from South Carolina who said of 
himself that he thinks probably he per
haps started something new as far as 
his committee is concerned by backing 
some cuts himself. 

From what I have been able to dis
cover in this matter, and unfortunately 
there is quite a curtain of secrecy drawn 
here, the need for which I sometimes 
doubt, I just do not happen to believe 
that the cuts have gone deep enough. 
You might say to me, !'Well, how are 
you going to prove that by any arith
metic?" I answer that by asking, 
"Where is the arithmetic by which you 
establish the figure you have here ar
rived at?" There is no such arithmetic. 

Someone has well said in the debate 
that we are . not dealing with an exact 
matter; the best we can do is to exer
cise our best judgment about it on the 
basis of the facts we are permitted to 
have, and then vote accordingly. 

Of course, the chairman of the com
mittee and all of us must recognize there 
is nothing sacred in any of these figures; 
there is nothing inviolate in respect to 
any of them. 

Let me· point out again that it cannot 
be said of anyone who may challenge 
the figure that is here before us, who 
seeks to reduce it, that he thereby is 
against the whole program dr is under
taking by subterfuge or sabotage to kill 

or scuttle the program. Quite the con
trary. One may be for the program and 
believe that it is desirable in our own 
national interest to further the program, 
but in the light of our own economies 
here at home and our obligations in the 
world, it is necessary to take a long, hard 
look at how far we ought to go and how 
much we ought to do in an attempt to 
implement that program. That is the 
reason I am going to support the Smith 
amendment. If that is defeated, I am 
going to support the Fulton amendment. 

A suggestion was made here that the 
Committee on Appropriations will · 
shortly come along and that this prob
ably is where justification of the figures 
should be established. Let me pay my 
respects to that argument, may I say, as 
it was advanced by the gentleman from 
Virginia CMr. GARY]. I think he spoke 
rightly. I think the Committee on Ap
propriations should take a good, hard 
long look at whatever is to be appro
priated and exercise its final, last judg
ment in its recommendations to us. But 
I do not believe we can escape our re
sponsibility, a primary responsibility 
that comes to us as we consider first 
the authorization bill. 

Here we are dealing with :figures, and 
if it is not important that the figures be 
as near what they should be as we can 
get them, then why put in any figures at 
all? Moreover, time and again after we 
have voted this kind of an authorization, 
and the figure has been put into the bill, 
as it goes into passage, the Committee 
on Appropriations says, "We want to 
look into the amount here. We want to 
have it proved to us." Then some news
papers in their editorial columns will 
come out and say "What goes on here? 
Why is JOHN TABER questioning the _fig
ure? The Congress voted on that once. 
What right does the Committee on Ap
propriations have to take another look 
at it?'' 

The CHAmMAN. The · time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for three 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from In
diana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, to 

my mind, for that reason-if for no 
other-in order that it be definitely un
derstood in the country, we ought to ex
press ourselves here and now in connec
tion with this authorization bill. In 
1950-and this by no means is an injec
tion of any partisan note into the debate 
here today-quite to the contrary, it 
deals if anything on the other side-the 
Republicans of the Congress of the 
United States issued a declaration of 
principles and policies, and in order that 
it be in the record, let me read to you 
this sentence which was included in 
that declaration of principles and poli
cies: 

We favor full support of the inter-Ameri
can system as an integral part of the inter
national organization and of our treaty 
obligations in the North Atlantic community. 

I well recall, because I served on the 
committee which prepared this draft, 
that a question was raised as to our obli· 
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gations under the Atlantic Pact, and the 
suggestion was promptly made that that 
matter had been pa&.Sed upon, the treaty 
confirmed and approved by the Senate 
of the United States by a vote of 82 to 
13, and that our obligations thereunder 
had been created. But that is not to 
say there is not every reason in the world 
to examine what support should be ex
tended, and how much it should be. 

In respect to aid otherwise, we said the 
following: 

We support aid to those states resisting 
communism, but such aid should be given 
only if it is given to our national security; 
if it is within the total limits which the 
American economy can afford; if it will be 
effective; and if it is beyond the ability of 
the aided nation to supply for itself; and 
if there is a program for progressive reduc
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not need to remind 
the responsible Members of the House of 
Representatives that it is obvious with 
the appropriation we are making for the 
security of our country, that we are rush
ing headlong into more deficit financ
ing with an increase in the national 
debt. I know that you say, "We all un
derstand that and we all know about 
it." But, there is no one among you who 
will not agree with me that in that very 
process there is a danger signal for this 
country of ours. Hence we have fought 
here in respect to appropriations on the 
home front to bring about a belt tighten
ing, and to avoid as much as possible 
unnecessary drain upon our economy. Is 
it too much to ask as we go into these 
foreign programs, that we exercise that 
same sort of belt tightening? Is it too 
much to ask that we should say to the 
people who we are seeking to help and 
who we hope will be our friends in the 
event of trouble, "You, too, must be judi
cious and helpful and economical in the 
use of the funds and materials we give 
you"? Yes; materials that we give 
them because it is in our own self interest 
to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has again ex
pired. 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last word 
and rise in support of the Smith amend
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to support the 
Smith amendment. I want to commend 
the chairman and the members of the 
committee for the reductions which they 
made in the committee. In my opinion, 
however, they have not gone far enough 
with these reductions. 

I think the ECA request could be 
cut $2,000,000,000 without jeopardizing 
the military program, and to the great 
tanefit of the American taxpayer who 
is footing the bill for all this global 
spending under the ECA program, which 
includes everything from free farm 
machinery to hydroelectric dams, power· 
houses, and canals. 

It is no help to the American taxpayer 
to tell him that counterpart dollars are 
being used to construct these huge proj .. 
ects and chains of giant dams, power
houses, canals, and so forth. Every 
counterpart dollar that exists anywhere, 
exists because a corresponding Ameri-
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can dollar was first taken from the 
pocket of an American taxpayer. 

House Document No. 198 of this Con
gress is the twelfth report to Conriess 
of the Economic Cooperation Adminis
tration. It covers the period ending 
March 31, 1951. It is a book contain
ing 156 pages of information on this 
world-wide spending and give-away 
program. It would pay everybody to 
read it and study it. It tells about the 
chains of giant powerhouses, dams, and 
canals which we are :financing all over 
Europe and elsewhere in the world, 
while our own people are being told that 
we must forego dams, flood control, 
navigation and irrigation projects be
cause we cannot afford them on ac
count of the military program. 

This report gives on page 36 a break
down of the countries receiving this ECA 
aid from our taxpayers, and the amount 
distributed thl"ough March 31, 1951, to 
each. It shows that up to that date the 
total was $11,221,300,000. It does not 
include the $83,457,000 Far East aid pro
gram through March 31, 1951. That 
breakdown is -on page 62, and shows the 
amounts given to Formosa, Indochina, 
Burma, Indonesia, Thailand, India, and 
others, and it does not include the $190,-
000,000 recently voted to India for grain. 
Neither does it include the $2,000,000,000 
·We have given to the Philippines since 
the war ended, as outlined in the state
ment of Philippine Ambassador Myron 
Cowen on June 15, 1951, State Depart
ment press release No. 516. 

I am convinced that we have given 
much of our taxpayers' money unneces
sarily to countries and to .projects that 
could have gotten along without it. 
What _was the purpose in including 
Switzerland in the European recovery 
program? She was not in the war. 
She stood on the side lines and suffered 
no devastation. Let it be said to ·her 
credit that she accepted none of our 
money. But she was included in the 
program, and could have gotten our tax
payers' money by merely holding out her 
hand. 

We owe a national debt of $256,000,-
000,000. This is nearly twice as much 
as the combined national debt of all the 
principal nations which have received or 
are scheduled to receive American aid. 
Our per capita debt of $1,682 is higher 
than the per capita debt of any of those 
nations. We have imposed about all the 
taxes our people can bear. Spending is 
still increasing, as everyone of us in this 
body knows full well. 

Since the ECA plan was first devised 
and placed into operation, many unex
pected events have occurred. 

When the ECA program was formu
lated, the Korean war was not expected, 
nor was all the expense contemplated 
which it brought. 

When the ECA program was made up 
the $56,000,000,000 military appropria
tion bill we passed a few days ago was 
not contemplated. Neither was the 
$5,000,000,000 military construction bill 
we passed last week contemplated, nor 
was the $7,000,000,000 new tax bill we 
passed a few weeks ago. We did not 
contemplate at that time an armed force 
of 3,500,000 men. Yet all these things 
have become necessary since that time. 

We have been forced to revise our 
spending upward to the extent of some
thing like a hundred billion dollars, and 
more to come, but it is claimed here that 
we cannot revise this foreign-aid pro
gram downward by $2,000,000,000. I 
say it can be revised downward to that 
extent by reducing this ECA program, 
and not injure our military program at 
all. The military aid in this bill will 
amply take care of the situation. 

We have given away since July 1, 1940, 
through March 31, 1951, a gross sum of 
$80,649,000,000 as foreign aid. All the 
revision should not be upward. There 
must be some revision downward. This 
is the time and place to begin it. 

The $1,000,000,000 reduction which 
the Smith amendment provides will 
greatly benefit the American taxpayer, 
because he is already taxed almost to the 
limit. This sum can well be taken out 
of this foreign-aid program from the 
ECA funds, because European produc
tion has already passed prewar levels. 
I quote the following from the twelfth 
report to Congress of the Economic 
Cooperation Administra}ion, page 10: 

There was no slackening in the over-all 
pace of Western European industrial activity 
during the first quarter of 1951. While thQ' 
level of output in some countries fell below 
that in the previous quarter, it rose to a new' 
high in others. Despite the increasing 
shortage of raw materials, over-all produc
tion for the area averaged 139 percent ot 
prewar levels-a gain of 13 percent over pro-d 
duction in the corresponding quarter a yea~ 
earlier (appendix, table A-1). 

How much higher must their produc
tion go beyond prewar levels before we 
cut down on the recovery money we have 
been sending them? If we cannot begin 
to cut down on these gifts when produc
tion reaches 139 percent of prewar levels, 
what figure must it reach before we can 
begin to cut down? 

This same ECA report shows on page 
13 that coal production in Western 
Europe averaged about 500,000 tons per 
month more than in the final quarter of 
1950, and 700,000 tons per month more 
than in the first quarter of last year. 

With over-all European production 
already 139 percent of prewar levels, 
with more than $11,000,000,000 ECA 
money already contributed since April 
1948, with military aid of more than 
$6,000,000,000 carried in this bill for ECA 
countries, why is it not proper to lighten 
the burden on our own countrymen, 
when it will not hinder the military pro
gram? 

Certainly it can be done, and should 
be done. For these and other good rea
sons I am supporting the Smith amend
ment. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment o.tiered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. In case that fails, I 
shall also support the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania. I shall support every reasonable 
amendment to cut the amount requested. 
I shall do so because I think such at• 
tempts to cut are honest attempts to 
meet head-on and put some brake upon 
the profligacy with which we are spend
ing public moneys. May I remind you 
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that there is no one in this body who 
stands more strongly for national de
fense than myself. I shall continue to go 
the second mile for adequate national 
defense. ·I proved that point indubitably 
.by voting recently for over $61,000,000,-
000 in one short week. 

Also, I have all the sympathy in the 
world for backward or needy nations; 
I certainly would wish for them all suit
able help and progress possible, and I 
would hope with equal certainty that we 
mignt have them with us when.we need 
their help. But, Mr. Chairman, there are 
limits to our capacity to help; and on 
that score I approach this bill with more 
soul-searching than I have given to any 
other bill before the House. With all 
that I want to do to help, and I expressed 
my good will and interest by voting to 
lend India the money to buy its needed 
wheat, I have come to the conclusion that 
we in the House have a responsibility 

·that we are evading. Because of the 
.structure, perhaps, through which we 
. plan legislation and appropriate moneys 
. we seem unable to make an over-all es-
timate of our national capacity to spend 

;or of the relative importance of the re-
1quests for appropriations. Some · time 
{ago I introduced a bill, H. R. 3406, for 
1the purpose of setting up a commission 
~to investigate ·the administration of our 
·~overseas operations. We need the re
~sults of such an investigation when we 
~~re called upon today to vote on this 
1
very large and very important bill. But 
;even such investigation is not enough; 
1what I am now suggesting is that a com
mittee of the House and Senate, or a 
commission, be created which will sit 
down and face the vital issue of how 
much money this Nation car: actually and 
tsaf ely spend. I would. in fact like such 
i a group of experts to settle four ques
tions: 

~. First of all, how big a public debt can 
we safely carry and remain solvent? 

t. Second, how much of a tax load can 
we safely put upon the American peo
ple? 

Third, what within the Constitution 
is our actual right to tax for foreign 
projects? And I would submit to you 
on that score that if . you study table 8 
in this report you will find there certain 
items for which we are spending the 
American taxpayers' money, which 
might well be questioned if anyone 
wanted to raise the point. 

Fourth, l would have this proposed 
committee, and every committee or 
agency that appropr~ates money or 
draws plans for which money must be 
appropriated, make very sure that for 
what we spend of American money we 
get something in return. That is no 
lack of humanitarianism; it is no lack 
of altruism; it is justifiable and neces
sary self-interest. Unless we get back 
something for what we give, it is dis
honest to appropriate money. 

All that I have said boils down to 
this: It is time for us to cast out the 
star dust from our eyes and the fear from 
our hearts. We know perfectly well the 
real fear that we should face. I have 
said over and over again, that my own 
main fear has been twofold: That by the 
methods we are adopting in seeking to 

save our liberty we lose all the liberties 
we have and the very freedom that we 
love; and, second, that in this feverish 
effort to build up national defense we 
become inextricably enmeshed in the 
clutches of engulfing militarism. Today, 
however, I face an even greater fear
the fear of national bankruptcy. 

I call your attention to two sets of 
figures: When I first came to Washing
ton in 1935 our national debt was $28,-
700,892,625; today it is $257 ,357 ,352,351, 
without including the indirect debt. In 
1935 we spent $6,520,965,945 in Federal 
expenditures; yesterday a member of 

. the Senate Appropriations Committee 
told me that this year our expenditures 
for the Federal Government will be from 
ninety to one hundred billions. 

This has been a great country. I use 
that tense of the verb intentionally. Its 
greatness was originally based on the 
endemic strength of human freedom, 
but it has endured to this day because 
we Americans have combined with our 
productive capacity, our idealism, and 
our sense of spiritual values, a hard core 
of common sense. We need that com
mon sense today. 

Such expenditures as we are contin
uing .to vote make no sense unless we 
are sure that we can carry the load. 
I am tempted to say to you, when I think 
of this increase in spending within the · 
last 16 short years, how crazy can we 
get? 

This then we must know, of this we 
must be sure, before we appropriate any 
more huge sums of money: How far can 

. we actually go? You know, as I know, 
that no national defense itself can stand, 
let alone world defense, unless we main-

. fain national solvency. If we permit, 
even in a good cause, even in a noble 
cause, even in a desire to def end our
selves, the national economy to go bank
Tupt, our whole house will fall around 
our ears and with it will go the peace, 
the safety, and the ~ hope of the free 
world. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the pending amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, for clarity of statement 
and beauty of expression, there is no 
Member of this body that excels the 
gentlewoman who has just left the floor. 
She is strong and logical in what she 
has to say, and I salute her. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that this is 
the first instance where my position on 
important public legislation has not com
pletely paralleled that of my devoted, 
genial, and able friend, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. DAVIS]. The fact that 
I find myself in disagreement with him 
makes me wonder just a little bit as to 
the correctness and soundness of my. 
views. However, Mr. Chairman, I must 
take a position which is in accordance 
with what my best judgment dictates, 
and with this in mind I have to differ 

· from him. 
I question no man's motive: I attack 

no Member's vote. Each must act within 
the light of his own best judgment and 
accept responsibility for what he or she 

· may do. I dare say, Mr. Chairman, ' 
there is not a Member of this House who 
has indulged in criticism of the powers 
that be more liberally than myself. 

Maybe at times I have been reckless in 
the declarations I have made. 

I have said that the mistakes of the 
administration handling our problems 
during and since World War II are re
sponsible for the plight in which we and 
the rest of the free world find ourselves. 
I still think that is so. But, whatever 
the facts may be, Mr. Chairman, I am 
not relieved of the responsibility of over
coming these mistakes. I must continue 
to do my best in the interest of my coun
try and to keep the flag still flying. So, 
being convinced, and profoundly so, that 
if we are to even hope for survival, we 
must cultivate friendships and formulate 
understanding between ourselves and the 
rest of the world which has not already 
been overrun by the Communist influ-
ence. -

I know that committees handling bills 
. of a character similar to that which is 
before the committee at this time quite 
frequently provide for margins that 
would give them some bargaining power. 
I know that that question arose in the 

- putting together the bill, but that sug
gestion the chairman of the committee 
proudly and indignantly spurned, and I 
honor him for it. He took the position 
that he was under responsibility to keep 
good faith with the House, and that, 
whatever the results might be, he would 
continue to operate in an atmosphere of 

. complete frankness; that he intended to 
reduce authorized appropriations to the 
minimum and take the responsibility of 
defending them. That I believe he and 
his committee· has done. They have 
come here with a bill reducing the .de
partmental : recommendation something 
in the neighborhood of three-quarters of 
a billion dollars. I know they have more 
understanding of all of the problems in
volved in this bill than most of the rest 
of us, and therefore I think their judg
ment is entitled to greater consideration. 

I know one thing, Mr. Chairman, I 
know that I want to keep the battlefields 
as far away from our homeland as pos
sible. I have seen the devastation, 
wreckage, and ruins in areas where bat
tles were fought. I have seen orphaned 
children in the tens of thousands roam
ing the streets of formerly great cities 
like little frightened dumb animals look
ing for food. I know, Mr. Chairman, 
that nobod;v wants war. I.know that no 
one wants to waste the resources of our 
country; that no one wants to increase 
the national debt, nor do they want to 
impose heavier tax burdens upon the 
people; but, Mr. Chairman, the world 
situation is so desperate, our freedom is 
in such great peril, that the law of self
preservaticin compels us to make all 
sacrifices necessary to our survival. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the Fulton and the 
Smith amendments are divided into two 
parts, one to cut the military assistance 
to Europe the other to cut the economic 
assistance. I think it would be a great 
mistake to cut military assistance. I 
think the whole difficulty in Europe is 
the slowness with which the Europeans 
are rearming and the inability of Gen
eral Eisenhower and the other Americans 
there to successfully persuade them to 
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rearm. Nevertheless, I do not see how 
it would help if we cut the military as
sistance that we are giving them. I do 
not think that that will advance our 
cause or will make Europe more secure. 
Are we going to stop giving Europeans 
assistance merely because the Europeans 
themselves are unwilling to make sacri
fices to rearm themselves? I think that 
would be a mistake. I think it is en
tirely a different matter however to cut 
the economic assistance. I do not think 
sufficient grounds have been shown here 
why we· should not, after all we have 
given them in the past, cut this tremen
dous economic aid. 

Mr. Foster, in his testimony before the 
committee, said-and he is talking about 
the North Atlantic .Treaty members: 

We know that Europe's basic resources
such things as coal, steel, electric power, or 
even their total industrial potential-are 
roughly one and one-half times that of Rus
sia and her European Communist satellite 
states. 

Industrial production is up 140 percent 
of what it was in · 1938. Their agricul
tural production is up at least 10 per
cent in all of the European countries in 
the North Atlantic Treaty. Yet the 
Europeans have been unwilling to make 
sufficient sacrifices to build up their own 
strength. I do not think there is any' 
doubt but what the cut proposed in the 
Fulton amendment can be made. I 
think it is foolish to cut the military 
assistance, but I do not think there is 
any doubt but what the economic assist
ance can be cut. The one nation that 
is making great sacrifices is Great 
Britain, and under this bill she is not 
going to receive any economic assistance. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY .. I yield to the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I am sure 
the gentleman would be interested, so 
far as his argument is concerned, to 
know just what kind of a balance re
mains in both the economic and mili
tary aid. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I know it is a tre
mendous balance. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I will give 
it to the gentleman. The military bal
ance as of June 30 was $4,782,300,000 
and the economic-aid balance was 
$1,698,000,000. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will say to the gen
tleman I am in favor of the economic 
cut. I do not see any point, however, in 
making a cut in the military. The great 
mistake we are making is in the slowness 
with which Europe is rearming. The 
one thing that will bring on a war is to 
rearm Europe gradually and slowly. But 
I do not think it will help to cut the 
amount of defense assistance to Europe. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Did not 

the gentleman say that one of General 
Eisenhower's difficulties was in forcing 
those people over there to rearm mate
rially? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I think the great 
failure is his inability to persuade them 
to rearm sufficiently. They are going 
to have under arms at the end of this 

year only 20 divisions, of which one-third balances. In addition we appropriated 
are going to be American, in Western here only a few days ago $56,000,000,000 
Germany under General Eisenhower. for defense and t~1ere is a provision in 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Does this bill which authorizes the Secretary 
the gentleman think we have a fair pros- of Defense to allocate to Europe up to 
pect of winning a war in Western Eu- 11 percent of either with or without 
rope where the people do not want to, compensation, prodL&ction authorized in 
will not rearm in their own defense? that bill. I do not think that means 

Mr. KENNEDY. The prospects are there is going to be any lessening of the 
against our making a success of this de- sending of arms to Europe by reason of 
fense of Western Europe because I think the adoption of e:_ther one .of these 
the chances are in favor, at the present amendments. 
slow rate of European rearmament, of It means there will be available for 
the Russians moving in to Western Eu- Europe, if the Secretary of Defense sees 
rope before we are ready, but I think fit to use it, more than eleven billion in 
it is a risk that is worth taking. I am arms. 
in favor of taking it. If you are going So far as the proposed reductions in 
to do it at all, if you are going to give economic aid are concerned Mr. Foster 
them any military assistance, I see no or Mr. Bissell, when they were before the 
point in cutting the amount we give committee, stated that except for the re
them. armament program, only $672,000,000 is 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I can- all that would be needed to complete the 
not see any point in attempting to force economic program in Europe. The re
the people of Western Europe to fight armament program has not been stepped 
in defense of their homeland if they do up appreciably in Europe. As has been 
not want to do so. repeated here, the defense budget in the 

Mr. KENNEDY. I think there can be NATO countries ranges from 2 percent 
a good argument for not giving them any to 9.7 percent. The rearmament pro
military assistance, but if you are going gram in Europe has not been stepped up 
to give them any you might as well give enough to justify the proposed increase 
them the full amount. However, I do in economic aid even if it is to be used 
not think that is true about the eco- for that purpose. But further, as has 
nomic assistance. • · been said, there is $1,500,000,000 of the 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will counterpart funds, all of which could be 
the gentleman yield? used as economic aid to the defense ef-

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield to the gen- fort-and, I think, most of it should be 
tleman from New York. used for that purpose. :niere is $600,-

Mr. KEATING. I wonder if the gen- 000,000 of the counterpart funds that has 
tleman in reaching the conclusion that been used to pay off the national debt of 
he cannot support any cut in the mili- those countries. Since we have moved 
tary aid part of it is aware of the pro- into a military emergency, I think all of 
vision on page 26 that permits the Army the counterpart funds, or almost all of 
to use equipment and funds under the the counterpart funds, should be used in 

· large bill which we previously passed at the defense effort. These counterpart 
any time for this aid here? I feel that funds more than equal the amount of the 
that is a considerable hedge if any mis- proposed bill in economic aid. · 
take were made in voting for a reduc- Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, 
tion. will the gentleman yield. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Chair- Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I yield. 
man, I move to strike out the last word. Mr. ROOSEVELT. Will my good 

Mr. Chairman, I think it must be ad- friend, the gentleman from Tennessee 
mitted by all of us who serve on the agree with me that one of the major ob~ 
committee that these figures in the main stacles confronting the European nations 
were pulled out of the air; the figures in their rearmament program is the 
wUch the Department sent up, the fig- shortage of, and inability of those coun
ures which the chairman used in the in- tries to get, the raw materials needed 
troduction of his bill and, too, the figures for rearmament. Such raw materials 
embodied in the Smith and Fulton being steel, coal, iron and so forth. The 
amendments which are before us now. other factor in the problem is their lack 
It has been very difficult to get inf or- of machine tools and the factories to pro
mation from the Government witnesses. duce these materials. That is one of the 
It has almost l.leen, using a homely ex- reasons why this economic aid has been 
pression, like trying to pull a rabbit out stepped up over the $672,000,000 needed 
of a hole with a forked stick. You have to fini&h out the Marshall plan, to per
just had to twist material information mit them to use this additional new 
out of these witnesses. I thin,k requests dollar economic aid to build up their 
for these amounts should be justified. economies so they will be able to make 

I do not think the reductions proposed military preparations. 
in the military phase of the amendment The CHAIRMAN. The . time of the 
will reduce by one gun, one tank, or one · gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 
airplane .the materiel that goes to Eu- Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Chair
rope next year. The amount of mate- man, I ask unanimous consent to proceed 
riel to be sent ebroad will be determined for two additional minutes. 
by the production facilities here in The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
America, and they are being augmented to the request of the gentleman from 
to the maximum at the present time. Tennessee? 
I would not support an amendment that There was no objection. 
reduced our military effectiveness. Mr. REECE of Tennessee. The in-

As the gentleman from Wisconsin dustrial capacity of the NATO nations 
said a moment ago, there is now about has been increased to 142 percent of the 
$4, 700,00~1~00 of _ l!_nexpend~d military -. _1938 production. 
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Mr. ROOSEVELT. That is in con

sumer goods. · 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee. The in

dustrial capacity of the NATO nations 
has been increased 142 percent of what 
it was in 1938. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. That is for con
sumer goods. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. That is for 
all goods. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. That is right; 
they are consumer goods, not military 
goods. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. The indus
trial capacity has been stepped up to 
142 percent of what it was in 1938. 
Every nation is better off. As a further 
indication, there is practically no unem
ployment in any of the NATO countries. 
The report in connection with this bill 
discusses the problem for setting up the 
machinery to transport labor from Italy 
and a few countries where there is a 
surplus into the NATO countries. Those 
countries are just as well off economi
cally, as compared to 1938 standards, 
today as we are. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I yield. 
Mr. FULTON. · The gentleman is in 

good company, when he talks for a cut, 
because Senator PAUL DOUGLAS, Demo
crat, of Illinois, came out for a billion
dollar cut, and Senator BLAIR MooDY, 
who has just returned from Europe yes
terday, said, , according to the Detroit 
Free Press: "MOODY finds United States 
aid to Europe costly and said it can be 
had cheaper." 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, if 
my friend will yield, my good friend from 
Tennessee and my good friend from 
Pennsylvania know that when the Sena
tor from Illinois said he was for a bil
lion-dollar cut he fell right into the same 
trap that you have· fallen into-he was 
completely unable to justify one dime of 
that cut. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. We have 
heard a good deal about the justification 
for this. There has been little justifi
cation before this committee. Talk 
about secret testimony-there has been 
very little testimony given before our 
committee bearing up~m the important 
phi:i,ses of this bill that could not have 
been given to the public. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has again 
expired. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I, too, like many of the 
other Members who have spoken recent
ly, pay my respects to the members of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee. I believe 
they are sincere in. their approach to the 
problem before us. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. RIBICOFF], in his 5-

. minute talk a few moments ago, said 
that he wanted to present a few facts. 
I think he did, to the best of his ability. 
I find no fault with his presentation. 
However, he did not present many facts. 
I am not a member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee and therefore would not be 
as familiar with the details of this legis
lation a.s the members of the committee. 
But I frankly wonder how much factual 

information was presented to the com
mittee itself. 

Since the day Admiral Denfield was 
fired for stating facts before the Armed 
Services Committee-a regular standing 
committee of the House of Representa
tives-I have felt that words have been 
put into the minds and mouths of all 
witnesses to present solely the adminis
tration's viewpoint. In other words, I 
do not accuse them of telling us un
truths. I do not believe that. Most of 
these witnesses are fine, respectable gen
tlemen, but I question whether they tell 
us all . the truth. I question whether 
they give us all "the facts. The reason 
they do not is that to a degree their 
mouths have been closed, therefore we . 
do not get all the facts. 

Mr. Chairman, the question whether 
or not we should make an effort to re
duce this bill can best be answered by 
two experiences I had within the last 
week. One of them was upon the re
turn of a business friend of mine from 
a two and a half months' tour of Europe. 
He took his own automobile with him, 
and he went around, up and down the 
highways and byways of Europe. He 
did not spend his time in the embassies; 
he did not spend his ·time with ECA of
ficials, but with the business folks and 
rank-and-ijle citizens of Central Europe. • 

·After he told me his story, I said, 
"Could you, in one sentence, tell me ex
actly what your conclusion is as to the 
thinking. of the people in Central Europe 

. in relation to this foreign-aid problem?" 
He answered, · "I believe the honest 

opinion of the average citizen of Europe 
is that they are not convinced they 
should go all out in an effort to assist 
the United States of America, for 'the 
simple reason that they believe the 
United States of America will expend 
itself and be broke within the next 20 

· years, because of the extensive, costly 
pr-0grams we follow." 

That shocked me. Even the average 
citizen of Europe questions our ability 
to stand these heavy drains on· our re
sources and therefore questions the wis
dom of following our recommendations. 

The very next day I ran into another 
friend of mine. He is ·not a politician. 

. As far as I know, he knows nothing about 
politics. He is down here doing a · job 
Jor his country as a good, patriotic, 
American citizen. We visited a little 
while, and I tried to feel him out as to 
his views on this bill presently before us. 
To my astonishment he said he felt one 
would be right and justified in voting for 
a reduction in this bill or even against . 
the entire bill. 

I am not going to say anything to 
identify this individual, because he oc
cupies a highly important position in 
Government affairs today. He deals 
with high-level policy and has first-hand 
knowledge of facts, both in Europe and 
in this country . 

During the course of my conversation 
with him about this eight and one-half 
billion foreign-aid program, I spoke of 
the $56,000,000,000 bill we had just 
passed, and the five-billion-odd-dollar 
bill for military public works. He said, 
"Do you know that the most surprised 
people in Washington when the House of 
Representatives passed the $56,000,000,-

000 appropriation bill for defense was the 
Pentagon people?" And he emphasized 
that he knew it to be a fact from his con
tacts daily with them. 

I inquired as to why that would be 
so, and he said, "For the simple reason 
that they did not expect to get that 
much. But they got it, and now they 
are going to worry about what to do 
with it should the Senate provide the 
same amount of funds as the House did. 

I think we are justified in standing up 
here today and voting for cuts, both in 
the military aid and the. economic aid. 
I should like to emphasize that out of 
that $56,000,000,000 -appropriation bill 
for defense sufficient money is available 
for military . assistance abroad. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. ·chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARENDS. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING.- As I understand it, 
under the terms of this bill, the $56,-
000,000,000 appropriation bill, which ·we 
made available to the military, is also · 
available for the military assistance part 
of this program, if it should so happen 
that this committee did not vote a suffi
cient sum? 

Mr. ARENDS. That is correct. 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ARENDS. j I yield. 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee. With ref

erence to the statement of the gentle
man from New York [Mr. KEATING], the 
fifty-six billion made available under the 
appropriation bill is available for use 
under this bill up to 11 percent. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, I men
tioned these two experiences as indicative 
of the opinion of those who really know 
the facts. I should like to present a few 
conclusions of my own. 

This bill is presented to us as part of 
our over-all defense program. It pur
ports to be a bill to help maintain the 
security of the American people. In my 
opinion, that is its only valid justifica
tion for even being considered. 

If the proposed expenditure of seven
billion-eight-hundred-and-forty-eight
million-odd dollars contemplated by this 
bill did not have some relationship to 
our own people's security, I would vote 
against this entire measure without the 
slightest hesitation. I am willing to 
consider it only on the premise · that it 
may be to the best interests of the Amer
ican people themselves. 

One of the primary reasons we are in 
this sorry international mess . today is 
that our -own leaders have not been dis
posed to place the interests of the United 
States first. If they had, they certainly 
would not have made such extensive 
concessions to the demands of other na
tions and thereby produced this state of 
insecurity. There have been times when 
I have honestly felt that our own lead
ers have been more interested in the 
wants and needs of other peoples than in 
the wants and needs of our own people. 

And so, I say, the time has long since 
arrived when we should think solely in 
terms of the best interests of the United 
States, first, last, and always. I have 
become weary and disgusted with the 
oft-repeated arguments that not to grant 
this aid or that, or not to follow some 
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particular course of action will cause an 
adverse reaction abroad. ·we seem to 
forget that while it is to our advantage 
to have foreign allies, they need us much 
more than we need them. 

You may be sure that the policy of 
Great Britain, France, or any of the 
other so-called allies is firmly based on 
the premise as to what is to their own 
best interest~. They are interested in 
us only to the extent that our interests 
are mutual or to their own nationalistic 
advantage. But I am not at all sure that 
the policy which our State Department 
pursues is based on the premise as· to 
what is to the best interests of the United 
States. And this fact may readily ac
count for our failure to win the peace 
and our costly diplomatic failures. Our 
leaders rarely stand firm but instead 
have repeatedly yielded. 

The sole question I ask myself in con
nection with this bill is: Will it serve the 
American people? Will it help give them 
security? Or is there a sounder and 
better way to reach that objective? 

No one is more · keenly interested in 
our national defense than I. As a mem
ber of the Committee on Armed Services 
I have consistently supported to the full
est the various bills for a sound national 
defense. I have also given my support to 
the various appropriations for that pur
pose. 

In honest belief that various foreign
aid programs would serve our own in
terests and materially help our people in 
the defense of their freedom against the 
threat of communism, I have given these 
programs my support. Permit me to 
remind you that this ECA program or 
Marshall plan ·was first adopted by the 
Republican Eightieth Congress, in which 
it was my privilege to serve as majority 
whip. Indeed, it was at the insistence 
of the Republican Congress, over the 
objection of the administration, that aid 
to the Nationalist government of China. 
was included in the bill. I have a.lso 
g,iven my support to the legislation to 
aid Greece and Turkey in their fight 
against the Communists. 

In short, I have supported foreign-aid 
programs to the extent that I believed 
they would serve the best interests of 
the American people. And I think they 
have had a real value in that respect. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are definite 
limits to what the United States can 
and should do by way of foreign aid even 
in our own self-interests. We certainly 
cannot subsidize the world. It is cer
tainly not in our own best interests to 
have our own people endure a lower 
standard of living ill order to raise the 
standard of living of other peoples to our 
own level. It must be borne in mind 
that with the help of the Marshall plan 
the productivity of Western European 
countries is already substantially above 
t?l.e prewar level. The Marshall plan 
has served its purpose, and the time has 
come to bring about its termination; 

It seems to me that the extent and na .. 
ture of the foreign-aid program being 
advanced by the administration goes 
well beyond what would best serve our 
own interests. In fact, it is of such size 
and character as presented to us by the 

administration that lam inclined to be- -
lieve the program to be contrary to our 
best long-range interests. 

As originally proposed by the admin
istration, the bill would authorize a to
tal expenditure of $8,500,000,000. To
the credit of the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee, this was reduced by some $651,-
250,000, leaving the amount contained 
in this bill at $7,848,750,000. That in it
self is a tremendouc sum, but it is only 
part of what is actually proposed. 

This bill of almost $8,000,000,000 is but 
part of a $25,000,000,000 program of as
sistance to foreign nations proposed by 
the administration, for the the next 3 
years. This bill inaugurates an entirely 
new program to be known as the mutual 
security program. The Marshall plan as 
such terminates, and we are proposing 
to enter upon this mutual-security plan. 

I honestly believe that our economy 
cannot stand this strain. Our people are 
already overburdened with taxes, with an 
increase pending, and the prospects of 
still further increases. They are suffer
ing from the rise in prices due to short
ages of materials and extensive Govern
ment spending. In order to help the 
weak, we ourselves must be strong. If 
we enter upon such extensive programs 
as this we will be actually deitroying 
ourselves. 

I have seen various estimates of the 
amount of foreign aid already extended 
by the United States. One estimate is 
that, in one form or another, we have ex
tended foreign aid to the·extent of $115,-
000,000,000. This is equivalent to the 
physical assets of the five great States
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Wis
consin. I think it can be said that for
eign aid is going beyond the realm of 
reality into the realm of fantasy. But 
it is bitter reality to the American tax
payers who defray the costs. 

And so I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
the amount of foreign aid to be extended 
by this bill can be and should be sub- . 
stantially reduced. It must be recog
nized that our own defense demands are 
extraordinary. As I mentioned at the 
outset, just last week we passed a de
fense appropriation bill of around $56, .. 
000,000,000. We also authorized a mili
tary and naval public-works bill for 
which appropriations are subsequently 
to be made in the amount of $5,700, .. 
000,000. 

Insofar as I am personally concerned, 
I intend to vote for the various amend
ments to be offered which will reduce the 
amount embodied in this bill. I propose 
to support only those items and those 
amounts where it can be clearly shown 
that our own defense and our own best 
interests will be advanced. If, at the end 
of consideration of the bill, I still find it 
unrealistic and excessive, I will have no 
alternative but to vote against the bill. 
I am ever mindful of the all-important 
fact that our first line of defense is our 
own fiscal stability. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, I rise in opposition to the pto f orma. 
amendment. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman. ' 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I have but·· 
5 minutes; I cannot yield now but will 
later if I have time. 1 ! 

Mr. Chairman, I made some remarks 
on this bill yesterday in which I indicated 
that I thought there were places where 
it might well be cut. I think those Mem
bers who know me know that I have 
joined with Members on the minority 
side, with Members on the majority side, 
or with anybody else that would help me 
during this session of Congress to cut 
down unnecessary expenses. I think in 
this bill we are confronted in title I, the 
defense of Europe, with an entirely dif
ferent proposition. I do not think we 
can consider the question of . economy on 
the defense of Europe and I want to tell 
you why. We have the Atlantic Treaty. 
We committed ourselves and our country · 
to the defense of Europe. We then fol
lowed that by sending General Eisen
hower to Europe. We followed that by 
sending our own divisions and our own 
troops to Europe, and they are there 
today. I think it is unfortunate that we 
should be having this debate today; I 
think it may raise a little question psy. 
chologically in the mind of some of our 
soldiers, both here and there, when they 
find the Congress debating the question 
of whether we are going to cut down 
what General Eisenhower has told us he 
needs for the defense of Europe. 

We fought two world wars and by 
fig ting them over there we prevented 
ourselves from having to fight them on 
our own soil. I do not know much about 
warfare, but I imagine that we had bet- I 
ter fight these battles somewhere else. 
So that was probably in the mind of the 
leadership of this country in doing what 
we are doing here. So I very much hope 
that the Members will give very serious' 
consideration to th~ question of our obli
gation, not only to European countries, 
but our obligation under the United Na
tions Treaty, our obligation to . General 
Eisenhower, our obligation to our own 
divisions now on European soil, before 
we make any cut in title I of this bill, 
which is aid to Europe. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. No; I do not 
care to yield; I have only a little bit of 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other items 
in this bill. It is perhaps unfortunate 
that in a bill of this kind we have to 
cover the whole face of the earth and 
everything in it, and a lot of matters that 
are more or less unrelated to the main 
thing in the bill, but it seems to me be
yond any question of a shadow of doubt 
that the main and the vital point in this 
bill is this title I of whether we are going 
to lay down on the line all of the moneys 
needed as we will subsequently have to 
lay down on the line, God for bid, all the 
men who are needed to defend the •life 
of this Nation on European soil. When 
I say what I do say, I say it with the 
deepest affection and regard for all of 
my colleagues who entertain doubts on 
this bill. I know it is a difilcult ques
tion; I have been troubled with it my
self; and I know that every Member. 
whether he is for or against this propo
sition, is speaking from the depths of his 

/ 
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deepest conviction for the welfare of his enough money in existing appropria- Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
country, and that is what I am seeking tions, then new appropriations for end to strike out the last word. 
to do now. I just feel that· this question items can be very materially cut down; Mr. Chairman, Ir.ave been in a quan
of not denying to Eisenhower as long as But let us make ·certain before we cut dary for a considerable length of time 
we keep him over there and not · deny- down. as to what I ought to do about support
ing to our own divisions in Europe as long Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Chairman, will ing this bill in its original form. I have 
as we keep them over there anything that the gentleman yield? finally come to the conclusion that I 
they may need in the way of arms and Mr. HERTER. I yield to the gentle- cannot support this bill in its original 
ammunition is vital to the defense and man from New York: form and probably not support it even 
the welfare of this Nation and to the Mr. COUDERT. I wonder if the gen- if it is amended. I realize that when I 
peace of the world. tleman realizes what he is putting up make this decision that I am probably 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I move fo the Appropriations Committee. Has placing whatever is left of my political · 
to strike out the requisite number of he · forgotten that every single dollar ambitions somewhat in jeop",rdy. Ther~ 
words. · of that $56,000,000,000 heretofore ap- is a large segment of voting population 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for this time not propriated has already been screened in my district who are fine ,. outstanding, · 
to slow up anyone else; but.a matter .. has,, · -and - approved · ·.b~:- -.the ·Appropriations·" loyal, and patriotic-Amerieans;-.who :haNe · 
arisen:· which I thtnk.·,requires::claxifica.:: , ·Committee?-:·Now, ·he· says; go -ba-ck · to-.-"·a: ·vi.tal -interest irr .- certain ~ paTts· of,- thi8"1--· 
tion before the debate- goes -further n .. -· the\ .:A.ip.pr-opria.tions-committee-~a"IId · ask.- · ~bm; amL-1- aIIF· frank-. -to~- admit ; that- I -, 
this bill ._ them to consider -it all over again. .. do not cherish:my·inability, try be of spe- ~ 

In section 509, page 26, there appears . Mr. HERTER. Yes; I mean exactly cific help to them . . But I do not like 
a provision for which I was responsible that. A statement was made by the package bills. This is another one of 
in committee which would allow the Sec- gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GARY] in those bills that has confronted me here 
retary of Defense to utilize up to 11 per- whl.ch he told this House that he as during my limited tenure in the House 
cent of the appropriations that he has chairman of that subcommittee would which does not give me what I call free
received in the fiscal years 1950, 1951, and do that very thing. Am I not correct ~om of expression. I am compelled to 
1952 for military-end items for the pur- in that understanding? take the bad with the good, or if I do 
poses of this bill. That provision got Mr. GARY. We will do that. But I not do that, I have to discard the good 
into the bill for the reason I felt from want to call the gentleman's attention or not participate in the activities of 
the outset that insofar as the military- tp the fact that the bill which was this legislation whatsoever, and this is 
end items part of this bill is concerned, passed here recently, the military de- exactly what I am confronted with again 
that was an essential part of our defense fense bill, did not include any sums for today as I have been on numerous occa-
and there ought to be one single appro- Korea or for the war in Korea. If that sions in the past. · 
priation for our Defense Department to war. continues, it is estimated that Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of mak-
take eare .of all of our defens.e needs fr.om . _ $5,000,000,000 additional will, have to be ing some- of ·these:' drastic cnts: I -think _ 

'. which a portl:on would be .assigned. as reported to carry on the war. in Korea: ~ it is very· necessary ·for , the- ·preservation · 
the Defense Department felt necessary ... , r. want to. keep. the· REco.Rn- st-raight'·on - of -·our economic stability and for our 

1
to this European scene. That view was that. future welfare. I would like to call at
not accepted by the committee. How- Mr. HERTER. That may very well tention to a number of statements made 
ever, section 509 as now written was be true. I want to point out to the on this floor, all of which were imple
·accepted, together with the money au- gentleman that in the l.Jill which passed mented with the idea of hurry, hurry, 
thorization for military-end items. t~e House, of the $56,000,000,000 appro- hurry; get this legis1ation over with; get r · The 11 percent provided for in this priated $28,000,000,000 were for end it passed; get money over there and get 
section and the total authorization for items, identically similar to those which troops over there; get arms over on the 
military-end items in this bill are almost will be furnished to Europe under the other side; the people are waiting and 
exactly the same amount when trans- $5,700,000,000 that is to be authorized they are crying and screaming and im
lated into dollars. But at the moment for end items under this bill. patient, and they want the American 
I make a plea for maintaining the au- ·. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the PE:ople to -hurry, which means, so far as 
thorization intact in this bill. gentleman from Massachusetts has my congressional district is concerned, 

I think the Appropriations Commit- expired. consisting of 360,000 people, that I have 
tee has got a real responsibility when Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I to go to them and say, "Dig down in your 
this bill comes to that committee to find ask unanimous consent that the time pocketbooks; get out your tax money; 
out from the military whether they are be limited on this title to 1 % hours jack up the taxes; increase appropria
going to require every dollar of the fifty- from the present time. tions in order that you might hurry and 
two billion that we have already appro- The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection hurry and hurry to satisfy the demands 
priated to them for _end items for our to the request of the gentleman from and the cries and the screams over 
own internal defense and for the Korean South Caroli~a? , there." Well, I have not heard anything 
war or whether from that fifty-two bil- Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, reserving like that, the need for this special hurry 
lion they can assign a part, up to 11 the right to object, I hope the gentle- from over there. 
percent, for the European theater. If man will make his request only on the By way of contrast, I just want to 
that can be done, then, certainly, the ap- amendments before us now and dispose point this out. It was not so very long 
propriation for these military-end items of the military side of it, and then come ago when on the Korean battlefields a 
can be cut down materially. But that is in and debate on its own merits the brave American army was in dire stress 
a determination that can be made only economic side. and in danger, not because of lack of 
by a study of the requirements of the Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I will any inherent patriotism and loyalty of 
military for domestic purposes as well as revise my request and ask unanimous our troops, but because of lack of man
for the Korean war. Therefore, I think consent that the time on the two amend- power and lack of proper equipment. 
that determination should be held in merits before us be limited to 1 hour. I should like to have any Member on 
abeyance until this bill gets before the The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection this floor get up today in this ~ry for 
Appropriations Committee. to the request of the gentleman from ''Hurray, do not wait," and name me one 

I feel as does the gentleman from Vir- South Carolina? single member of a legislative body in 
ginia [Mr. SMITH] that we ought to do · Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, re- · Europe who then or now has risen on 
noth'ing that woul<;l look here as though serving the right to object, may I sug- the floor in his parliamentary body and 
we were ~eliberately cutting out mili- gest to the distinguished chairman that cried "Hurry, get on with it and vote 
tary aid to Europe at a time when the he let this debate continue for a rea- some money, get our troops out in the 
entire morale of the people of Europe -is sonable time, considering the number field to help the American Army in Ko
largely dependent on whether they feel of Members who have arisen and who rea because they are in dire trouble and 
we are going to stand .by them or not. - have not .had 1 minute to speak on this desperately need our help and support." 
However, we should not spend an un- floor. I have yet to hear a word today from 
necessary dollar in doing that. If the Mr. RICHARDS. I withdraw my re- any member anywhere, or read about it, 
Appropriations Committee finds there is quest, Mr. Chairman. where presently the members of any 
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parliamentary body are crying for and out of that war and let Russia and Ger- It would shorten the water distance 
saying, "Let us hurry, let us get some many fight it out. That is what we between the Gulf and our atomic bomb 
troops and arms over into Korea and get should have done. Instead of that, our plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn., by more than 
this over with." That is why we furnish country sacrificed 1,300,000 men-killed, 800 miles, and would cut the cost of 
80 percent of the manpower and 83 per- wounded, and missing-in that war, transportation from the Gulf to the Ten
cent of the cost of the equipment and spent more than $300,000,000,000, and nessee River by more than 75 perce,nt
war material and everything else in Ko- then turned the victory over to Com- or from $2.79 to 62 cents a ton. 
rea, and our supposed allies carry the munist Russia-the worst enemy our It would shorten the water distance 
20 percent and the 17 percent load and Christian civilization has ever known. between the Gulf and our new atomic 
not more. . . Now, Mr. Truman has plunged us into bomb plant at Paducah, Ky., on the Ohio 

May I say in conclusion that I have a a war in Korea, without even consulting River, by more than 300 miles, and re
great deal of respect for some of the la- the Congress of the United states. In duce the cost of transportation by more 
dies and gentlemen who have spoken on Korea alone we have lost more men than than 60 percent-or from $2.47 to 89 
the :floor of this Hou~e today. The we lost in the Revolutionary War, the cents a ton. 
chairman of the House Committee on War of 1812, the Spanish-American war, It would be worth untold hundreds of 
Armed Services is a learned man with a and the Mexican war-all combined. millions of dollars to western Pennsyl
record of great experience. It is evident Still nobody knows where we are going, vania, Ohio, West Virginia, Illinois, Indi
by the talks he made that he knows his You tallt about Russia attacking the ana, Kentucky, Missouri, Iowa, Kansas, 
subject and knows it exceptionally well. rest of the world. Why, that little group Michigan, and all the other States 
He led me to believe ·in his talk here the of Asiatics, that have control in Russia, drained by the Mississippi River and its 
other day, Mr. Chairman, that one of the know that if the white Christians in the tributaries; because it would furnish 
underlying causes for supporting this Ukraine, whose people they have mur- what would amount to a slack-water 
legislation and voting billions was in- dered in the most beastly manner, ever route from the Gulf to the Great Lakes, 
tended to pave the way for inculcating get a chance at them, their yellow heads and to all points on the Ohio, the Ten
in the hearts and spirit and minds of are going to roll in the sawdust. They nessee, the upper Mississippi, the Mis
the people of Europe some of the philoso• are afraid to start a war with any other souri, the Illinois, and the Great Lakes.1 

phies that prevail in connection with the country, because they know that the But it is in America, and its construe-; 
operation of our Government here in the Ukranians, and other peoples, whose tion would contribute to our national
United States so we could grapple the relatives have been murdered by them, defense program and to the prosperity 
people in Furope not now behind the iron will rice up and chop their yellow heads of the American people. 1 
curtain to our philosophies with hoops of off at the first opportunity. :: Therefore, it must wait, while you 
steel. What is the answer? Name me Take Poland-Members who are look- q bleed the American people to construct 
one country in Europe anywhere among ing at me now heard a representative of ·. similar projects in other countries, all 
those in the Atlantic Pact that has over the world. ' 
adopted our philosophies. On the con- the American people, who had just come I am going to vote for every one of 

back from Poland, tell us that the little 
trary, we had better be careful that we racial minority group of Yiddish Com- these cuts, and then I am going to vote 
do not absorb their philosophies over munists in control in Poland, were treat- . against the passage of this so-called 
here and turn into a socialistic country, "'~ ing the Polish people worse than if they , foreign-aid bill, because I think its pas-

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, we are . d Th t . t t t sage would simply be dragging America 
tra~eling do~n th~ road to nation.al ruin :~~~ ~~use -~h:;e ~~0!

0~~iro ~~~o! down to destruction. I 
agamst which George Washington, .. heads will roll in the sawdust if the We cannot afford to vote seven or 
Thomas Jefferson, and the other great _;:· people of Poland ever get a chance at eight billions of dollars of our taxpayers· ; 
statesmen of the past, warned us. Amer- ,_, them money for foreign countries and refuse 
ica is being dragged down to bankruptcy."~'- . · . . . to appropriate funds to strengthen our 
The further you go down this interna- Tne same. thmg is h3:PPe?mg in own country and to protect our own 
tional road, the sooner we are likely to Cze~hosloval_da, the same thmg m Yug.o- people. 
reach the end. -..!· slavia, and m all ~he other Commumst Let us get back to the policies of the 

Lenin, the Russian Communist leader, controlled cou~tries. throughout the great statesmen of the past, whose lead- ' 
said 30 years ago that the way to destroy world, and espe.cially m Europe. . ership made our country great, and save 
the United States of America was to If we are gomg to save America for America for Americans. 
ban:crupt her. That is the policy they ~meric~ns, we had better follow ~he ad- Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
are following now. vice laid down by Geo~ge ~ashmgt~n, Chairman, I offer a preferential motion.l 

They brand me as an "isolationist," be- Thomas Jefferson, BenJamm .Franklm, The Clerk read as fpllows: 1 

cause I am a nationalist. I am for John Adams, Alexander Hamilton, and Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan moves that the 
building up America. I supported the the other great st~tesmen of the past, Committee do now rise and report the bill 
increased Air Force bill. If we will build and stop. ba.nkruptml?! our own country back to the House with the recommendation 
the strongest Air Force on earth, build up and sacrificn~g American boys to fight that the enacting clause be stricken. 
our naval facilities, build a radar perim- othe~ peoples wars and t? finance .com- Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
eter to cover the entire Western Hemi- mumst, or near-Commumst countries all Chairman, I am not offering this mo
sphere, we can protect this country over .the wo7l~. . tion merely for purposes of delay. Like 
throughout the years to come against Is it not ndiculous for this Congress to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
any enemy that would dare attack us. V?te m~ney to buil~ power dams in Bel- RANKIN], I propose to vote against the 

But if you keep on dragging America gmm, m Italy, or m Israel, or to ~on- bill, no matter what you do to it. Ex
down toward national bankruptcy, and struct fiood-con~rol ~nd ~ower .PrOJects perience has demonstrated that the pro
sending-our boys to fight other people's on th~ Ganges River m Asia, or m South gram is a failure-a waste of money, of 
battles all over the world, and increasing Amenca, at the expense of t~e overbur- the lives of our men, and the hearings in 
the tax burdens of the American people, dS!ied taxpayers of the U~ited States, the other body show that its chief advo
when our Government already owes more and then refuse to appropriate a .small cate now seriously doubts its soundness; 
money 'than all the rest of the nations of amount to speed up .the construction of yes, practicrJly admits it has been and 
the earth put together, you will take this the Tenness~e-:rom~igb~e inla!ld w~ter- will continue to be a failure. · 
country right down the road to national way-the missmg lmk m our na~io~al Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Will the 
bankruptcy, if not to· utter destruction. ~efei:se pro~ram, as well as the miss;ng gentleman yield? 

I had this argument with President link m ?ur m~ernal wate.rway system· Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield. 
Roosevelt on lifting the embargo in 1939. If. this pro~ect were m Italy, Isr~el, Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. I wonder if 
I told him then -that if we lifted that Belgium, India, or any other foreign in your remarks you would not discuss 
embargo it would give France and Eng- country, the chan~es are ~hat you would the preamble of this bill: "to maintain 
land a green light to go on into a war have no trouble m getting the funds the security and to promote the foreign 
they did not want, with the understand- with which to speed up its construction. policy and to provide for the general wel-
ing that we were coming in with them. But it is in America; and its construe- fare of the United States." 
I said that the things to do was to keep tion would contribute greatly to Ameri- Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
England, the United States, and France ca's defense. · Chairman, rather than express my own 
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opinion about it, because it might be said 
that I am a little biased or prejudiced 
against continuing to weaken ourselves 
by giving to people. Permit me to give 
you the views of a gentleman who has 
been on the other side of this issue, the 
gentleman from Texas, the chairman of 
the committee which has been handling 
the foreign policy which has gotten us 
into the situation we are now in. I will 
quote from the hearings: 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, we have been told 
that this bill and this plan was to cut ECA 
off in Europe largel~ and to divert the funds 
that have heretofore been allotted to ECA 
to the military and the arming of Western 
Europe. That is what we h ave been told. 

You come up here for hundreds of millions 
for southeast Asia. What does that have 
to do with work in Europe of an economic na
ture, or rearming Western Europe? 

Mr. FOSTER. It has this to do with it, ·Mr. 
Chairman. We have out in that area, as I 
said earlier, numerically the greatest num
ber of free peoples yet--

The CHAIRMAN. They are not free if · they 
are in the shape you are talking about. We 
have to go out there and furnish them the 
money to do all these things for them. How 
are they free? 

Mr. FosTER .. They are free in terms of hav
ing their own governments; they are free 
in terms _of having the ability to make their 
own decisions; they are free ·in terms of 
the possibility of hope for the future and 
they are free in terms of being able to enter 
into international trade and to provide us 
with a great many of the things which we 
need to do this job in Europe to which you 
refei:. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think the shoemaker 
should stick to his last. You were ap
pointed to take care of ECA over in Europe, 
get out of the business over in Europe and 
to divert the funds you have been receiv
ing for ECA to the military rearming of West
ern Europe and here you are putting the 
main emphasis on going out to southeast 

· Asia and chasing a problem out there instead 
of sticking to Western Europe. Western Eu
rope is .our danger if we are going to be in
vaded or are goirig 'to be attacked. It will 
be through Western Europe if we are at. 
tacked. I do not agree with your philosophy 
at all. 
. Mr. l[os'rER. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I 

would like to make one correction. I do not 
think we are putting the main emphasis on 
South and southeast Asia. I think it is an 
important point. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have in your testi
mony here made more noise about that than 
anything else you have said. 

Mr. FosTER. Perhaps more noise, sir, but I 
doubt if there was more emphasis, I felt 
it was important for this committee to un
derstand that there is a substantial interest 
for the security of the United States in 
helping south and southeast Asia and the 
Middle East and the Near East. 

I hope that answers the question of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CURTIS]. They came before the com
mittee over there with one idea, and that 
was we were to help Western Europe, and 
in the bill they have hundreds of millions 
of dollars, according to the chairman, to 
go down into southeast Asia. So, ap
parently, it is just an attempt by a fraud
ulent representation not to get money 
for the announced purpose, but to get 
millions for the purpose of doing what 
they want to do. Permit another quota
tion which shows how they use the 
money: 

The CHAIRMAN. Helping everybody. You 
say it is world-wide. You have to help 
everybody. The United States cannot pre
serve its own freedom; it cannot preserve its 
own productivity if, according to you, we 
have to take care of the whole world. That 
is what you said earlier. 

Mr. FOSTER. I say, sir, that the free world 
is important to our own security and I think, 
therefore, it is in our interest to contribute 
to m aintaining the whole free world. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think that is our busi
ness, to maintain the whole free world? 

Mr. FOSTER. I believe so. 
The CHAIRMAN. Where are you going to 

get the revenue and the money and the taxes 
to do that? The fellows who spend all your 
time spending money for the Government do 
not ever think about how we have to strug
gle here in Congress to get the money. Right 
down the hall now the Finance Committee is 
in session struggling with a tremendous tax 
bill. You want to take that money that is 
squeezed out of our people and take it over 
across on the other side of the world to build 
up and take care of those little wobbling 
countries. Is that your philosophy? 

Mr. FosTER. It is not anything I want to 
do. These things are forced on the United 
States by a situation created by others. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are not the whole 
United States. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is perfectly correct, sir. 
. The CHAIRMAN. You act like it. You talk 

like you are the whole United States. 
Mr. FOSTER. I have no such illusions. I 

have a job which I am attempting to do, to 
contribute, as I see it, to improving the se
curity-of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are going to do it as 
you see it. How _about as Congress sees it? 

. And with that statement about it, I 
hope you will let me agree. 

. The Marshall plan, the ECA, is a 
ruinous world-wide policy. Permit an
other quotation showing that the United 
States cannot preserve its own freedom, 
productivity, while operating a world
wide ECA: 

The CHAIRMAN. Helping everybody. You 
say it is world-wide. You have to help 
everybody. The United States cannot pre
serve its own freedom; it cannot preserve its 
own productivity if, according to you, we 
have to take care of the whole world. That 
is what you said earlier. 

Mr. FosTER. I say, sir, that the free world 
is important to our own security and I think, 
therefore, it is in our interest to contribute 
to maintaining the whole free world. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think that is our busi· 
ness, to maintain the wliole free world? 

Mr. FOSTER. I believe so. 

That, may I suggest, is the Henry 
Wallace idea. 

I say to our colleagues who are on this 
committee, do you think you are going 
to for one moment take care of the whole 
world? That is the purpose of Mr. Fos
ter. 

Then the chairman asked where would 
we get the money? Again I quote: 

The CHAIRMAN. Where are you going to 
get the revenue and the money and the 
t axes to do that? The fellows who spend all 
their time spending money for the Govern
ment do not ever think about how we have 
to struggle here in Congress to get the money. 
Right down the hall now the Finance Com
mit tee is in session struggling with a tre
mendous t~x bill. You want to take that 
money that is squeezed out of our people 
and take it over across on the other side of 
the world to build up and take care of those 
little wobbling countries. Is that your 
philosophy~ 

Mr. FOSTER. It is not anything I want to 
do. These · things are forced on the United 
States by a situation created by others. 

I suggest that you re~d t~e testimony, 
read the questions and answers and as
sertions of the chairman of that com
mittee. If there ever was an advocate 
of this foreign policy, it was the gentle
man who presided over the committee 
hearings of the other body. In effect, 
if not in words, he said, "You are not 
going to rearm Europe. You are not 
trying to def end Europe, you intend to 
follow part of the Wallace program of 
doing good throughout the world." 

This request for funds is a fraud per
petrated on us when they ask for money 
to rearm in Europe, then use it for other 
purposes in other lands. 

Let me repeat, those are not my words. 
They are the words of the chairman of 
the committee which handled this bill in . 
the other body. Now, unless you are to 
assume that his change of mind is not 
based on our experience, is not because 
he sees the futility and the danger of 
this program, but because he has his eye 
on an election in 1952, why do you not 
think a little, I say to our Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? Why do not you think 
that maybe there is a possibility that you 
who started this thing may be mistaken? 
But no, you will not do that. You just 
close your minds and you go right on; 
more and more dollars; more bank- · 
ruptcy; more young men being killed 
abroad . 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. KENNEDY]-! am sure he is a man 
of more than average ability and integ. 
rity, and I am sure he will serve in this 
body and in the other body for many 
years to come with profit to the coun
try and honor to himself. 

Among other things, the gentleman 
said that General Eisenhower's difficulty 
and that of others was in forcing, and 
he may, in his revision, change that to 

_influencing the people there to rearm. 
If they do not want a war, do not, 

will not rearm without being forced to 
do so, can a war in their country be won 
without their support? 

The situation seems to be somewhat 
similar to that of the manager of a 
prize fighter who must force his· man 
to put on the gloves and stay in the 
ring. Apparently we are trying to force 
the people of Western Germany to rearm 
and fight a war they do not want. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HOFF
MAN] has expired. 

The gentleman from New York, a 
member of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. Is it possible to 
talk against this motion which the gen
tleman from Michigan has just offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only for 5 minutes, 
and the Chair has recognized the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. J AVITS]. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, may I 
tell my colleagues that I expect to speak 
against the motion, and I hope the Com
mittee will turn down the motion. This 
is a serious matter that we have before 
us, and it ranks in importance with the 
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appropriations for our own armed serv- Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairn:an, will 
ices. I do not believe this Committee the gentleman yield for a question? 
would think for a moment of being frre- Mr. JAVITS. I yield. 
sponsible enough to toss over the vitally . Mr. FULTON. Do I understand that 
important remainder of the great al- the gentleman from New York opposes 
Hance which was successful in World the amendment Qffered by the gentle-. 
Wars I and II, and which we are count- man from Pennsylvania completely, 
ing on to protect us against· the possi- and therefore differs from the position 
bility of world war III, in any such of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
summary fashion as to vote favorably on [Mr. HERTER], who opposes only the 
this motion. military cut in·my amendment? 

I would like to clarify two things. Mr. JAVITS. I oppose both of the 
First, let us understand that the an- gentleman's cuts. I am sorry but I did 

swer to the military cut has been made not hear the gentleman from Massa
best by the gentleman from Masschu- chusetts express himself as favoring the 
setts [Mr. KENNEDY]. If we want to gentleman's economic cut. 
arm Westotn Europe, we want arm it in Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
a hurry-and it is a fact, and I state it the gentleman yield? 
as a fact-that Europ~ can mobilize the Mr. JAVITS. I yield. 
men if we give them the equipment- Mr. HERTER. I made no such state-
then; certainly, the authorization for ment. · 
equipment is- no place to cut. We know Mr. FULTON. Does the gentleman 
the time is limited. We know the dan- favor the economic cut? 
ger is great. We have to get the end Mr. JAVITS. May I go on, if the 
items to arm and men ready to receive gentleman will permit me? Another 
them in WJstern Europe. Certainly it is questio.n that has been brought up is 
a short-sighted s~ving if we cut the that of counterpart. Counterpart funds 
military provision. represent internal money in each coun-

My colleague fro'U Massauchetts [Mr. try participating in ECA. Counterpart 
HERTER] has well pointed out that his will not buy imported iron ore, imported 
saving provision with regard to end items coal, ·or imported leatI?-er, or .machine. 
that can move out of the regul.ar mil.: tools or other~ of the thmgs which these 
itary appropriation will not cure the qut European nations need for rea:mament; 
in the military authorization in this bill, . . but only to such extent as it can be 
because the additional·amount of money bought by such. one countr~ from an
i th· b'il · needed · for the purpose ~ther under their trade relations. That. 
n .., is i ~s . i.1·1 and· he him- IS the nature of the counterpart money 

to b~ served by this b ' . . . ref erred to by the gentleman from Ohio 
self, theref9re, op.poses th~ milltary-aid [Mr. VoRYsl; and counterpart funds 
cut. . . . could not be-used to make up a half-· 

I wo.uld ~ike to call to the attention of billion-dollar deficiency if we cut the 
the Co~nnttee .the consequences of the bill . . We took that into consideration. 
economic cut. : One further point, you have been told 

If members will look at page .20 of the. about the increased production in Eu
Committee's report t:tiey will find that rope. Production in Europe has in
$840,000,000 of th_e t?t~l amount to creased up to approximately 142 percent 
Europe for economic aid is for rearma- of 1938 but that is absolutely essential 
n:ent; it is for coal, steel, leather, ma- to Euro'pe because of the fact that they 
chine tools, and other items in order to have to import their raw materials and 
enable the Western . European peoples much food and raw materials and food 
themselves to manufacture equipment to have gone up very much in price, so 
effect rearmament. The remamder be- much so, in fact, that despite all this 
tween that a~ount ~f $840,000,00~ a~d emphasis on increased production, the 
t.."le amounts m the bill.for economic aid standards of living of the people today 
amounts to approximately $500,000,000 in the Western European countries to 
according.· to the Committee's figu!es participate in this program is just about 
with respect to the completion of the what it was in 1938 and has not im
Marshall plan there-and I think this is proved at all-that i~ the standard that 
very important-we should understand counts. 
that the peoples who are to get the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
whole of this $500,000,000 are in Aus- gentleman from New York has expired. 
tria, Western Germany, Greece, and The question is on the preferential 
Italy. This is no longer money that is motion. 
going to France, England, and other The motion was rejected. 
countries that had been provided for in Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I 
~.lfarshall plan funds; this is going to the move to strike out the number of words 
hard core of nations who are really hav- to be recognized for 5 minutes. 
ing fundamental economic difficulties The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
and which we are anxious to save eco- from Michigan is recognized for 5 min
noinically. · These figures are disclosed, utes. 
and they are in the Committee's report Mr. DONDERO. Mr . . Chairman, I 
on page 20. have not taken any time on this bill so 

A cut in economic aid represents a far because I could not get any time. 
diminution in one of two things: One, But as we listen to the colossal sums that 
the amount that is going to buttress we have already voted in the name of 
armament by manufacture and self help national defense and peace of the world, 
in Western Europe itself; or, two, the well might the Members of the House of 
amount that is going to Austria, West- Representatives reflect and say to them
ern Germany, Greece, and Italy, which selves: "I wonder if I am becoming one of 
we- are anxious to sustain in the paths the instruments for the destruction of 
of freedom. my own country?" The amounts are so 

large that the average citizen of the 
United States does not pay any attention 
to them any more because he cannot un
derstand what they mean. I do not be
lieve the United States can take the 
whole world on its lap, and nurse it for
ever without destroying itself. 

Yesterday the Public Works Commit
tee was in session; we were called to
gether to consider about a dozen bills for 
the erection of post offices, courthouses, 
and the purchase of sites for post offices. 
One of our Members made a most con
vincing appeal to the committee for the 
necessity, almost the tragic necessit~ 
for the building of a courthouse and post 
office in one of the cities of his district. 
It was suggested to him by one of the 
other members that if his congressional 
district were somewhere in Europe, no 
doubt his plea would be given attention 
and the money provided to build what he 
needed. 

For 10 mortal weeks, and I use the 
word "mortal," during this session of 
Congress in the early part of the spring 
that same committee was considering the 
St. Lawrence seaway, and over and over 
again witnesses appeared before the com
mittee and said: "We just cannot afford 
to do this; it costs too much," even 
though the top-flight officials of our 
Government, charged with the defense 
of our country, came before our commit
tee testifying . that that project was 
necessary and essential for the defense of 
our country. How much would it cost? 
$566,000,000, said the Chief of the Corps 
of Army -Engineers, General Pick. But 
it was denied. The project has been laid 
aside. It will "not be heard again for 
months, perhaps not until next year, per
haps not until the next Congress. Yet 
in this bill before us this. afternoon, if it . 
passes, and I assume it will pass, we are 
going to send 12 st. Lawrence seaways to 
Europe, all in the name of national de
fense. 

I think we are doing what Russia 
wants us to do. We are all for the de
fense of our country and the saving of it. 
The question that you might well ask 
in your mind today is this: Is the United 
Stat.es Government as a world leader 
nfore able to preserve peace in this world 
and prevent war as a solvent nation or 
is it more able to do so as a bankrupt 
nation? A bankrupt business does not 
long continue; it just vanishes from the 
face of the earth. A bankrupt govern
ment, like ours will be if we continue the 
road we are traveling on now, will also 
cease to function and we will vanish as a 
republic from the face of the earth~ I 
say, we are doing, I think, what Russia 
intends we should do, and that is bleed 
ourselves white until we are so weak we 
will no longer be a world leader, and thus 
make it easier for communism to spread 
her wet and bloody blanket over the face 
of the earth. If we remain solvent and 
strong we can serve the purpose of peace 
better, in my judgment, than if we go 
bankrupt. 

Of course, I, like many of you, voted 
for the $56,000,000,000 bill the other 
day. What do the people back home 
think of the course we are pur
suing? I was home at the end of last 
week and talked to some of the citizens 
of my district. Th ~Y cannot understand 
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the action of their Congress her.e in 
Washington. '.!'hey 'do not believe that 
their country-our country, yours and 
mine-is able to stand the strain that 
has been put upon it by the voting of 
these colossal sums which · only means, 
of · course, in the days ahead more and 
heavier taxes, although every citizen, 
now knows he is working one-third of 
the year just to pay for the cost of 
Government. Four months out of every 
year he is the slave of Government. 

I have listened to a number of people 
who have been around this world since 
the last elec';ion and without exception, 
even though we have poured billions of 
dollars around the world in an effort to 
prevent war and keep peace, they have 
come back here and said that you would 
be surprised at the amount of unfriend
liness and resentment held by other 
nations of the world toward us. They 
think we are imperialistic. Even some of 
the nations receiving aid from us are 
unfriendly. 
. ' I shall vote to reduce the amount in 
this bill by supporting the amendments 
offered by the gent~eman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. SMITHJ and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FuLTON]. It is dis
heartening to learn that next year and 
the year aft.er bills for a similar 
amount-about $8,000,000,000-are to be 
presented for further aid to Europe, 
What a bleak prospect for the American 
taxpayer. 

l Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the requisite number 
of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in the same posi
tion as .the gentleman from North Da
kota, the gentleman from Michigan and 
the gentleman from Mississippi. I am 
not going to vote for this bill either, 
and I am not going to vote for it, Mr. 
Chairman, because aoout 5 years ago 
we established an International Bank 
that gave every country in Europe an 
opportunity to go there and get money, 
They have the right to use $8,000,000,
ooo. After 5 years the countries have 
borrowed a billion dollars. If they can
not afford to take care of themselves 
after 5 years, with the assertions from 
everybody I have seen that their econ
omy is apparently from 50 percent to 
150 percent greater now than 5 years 
ago, then there is not any necessity for 
any more economic aid when they can 
go and borrow all the money they want 
to provided they are a good security and 
a good risk. We realize now, Mr. Chair
man, what treatment we got 'after the 
First World War. I th.ink we wrote off 
about $11,000,000,000 or $12,000,000;000 
that we gave those countries after we 
were dragged into war. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the utmost re
spect for the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. SMITH]. I admire him sincerely. I 
admired him a long time before I came 
to this Congress, but I do not believe that 
the people of this country realize that 
if any nation, a member of the Atlantic 
Pact, starts a war with somebody else, 
that we have got to go in and finish 
it. If that is the case, Mr. Chairman, 
the first thing we ought to do here is to 
get out of the United Nations pact and 
paddle our own <' . .i:tnoe_ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there never was 
a country in history that started to take 
care of everybody else and give every
body else advice and move in and take 
over their resources that did not wind 
up as a fourth-rate power; not one of 
them, and as soon, Mr. Chairman, as we 
start meddling and trying to fix up 
everybody else's business, every other 
country's business, then we are bound 
to go where the rest of the countries 
went. It can happen to us. we can 
wake up some morning if we keep on 
going the way we are and find that a 
dollar bill will not be worth any more 
than a franc or a mark or a lira or any 
other of the moneys of central Europe. 
It is kind of a tough thing to look for
ward to see a country like this spend 
itself into bankruptcy for nothing. Who 
sent General Eisenhower to Europe to 
r aise armies there? Well, will some
body get up and tell me who sent him? 
Take these propagandists in the Penta .. 
gon-because that is about all they do 
is to spread propaganda-was it they 
who sent him? Well, it seems to me 
Eisenhower has had a pretty difficult job 
raising legions over in England and 
France and central Europe, and every 
one of these propagandists will tell you 
that if Russia would start moving to-

. morrow, that they could go to the Eng
lish Channel in 2 weeks. What is going 
to happen then to the 200,000 men that 
we have stationed in Europe? Does that 
mean that they will have to go to the 
salt mines? They realize that 200,000 
men is nothing compared to the power 
of Russia if they were going to attack 
us, which they are not. 

Well, some of us are getting a little 
bit tired of owing $250,000,000,000, twice 
as much as all Europe owes, and then 
for us to go and give them some more. 
Certainly I am going to vote to cut out 
the economic aid; all of it. I · voted for 
$56,000,000,000 to take care of this coun
try and I would for $156,000,000,000 to 
talrn care of this country, but not an
other cent for people who do not want 
to take care of themselves. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. ' 

Mr. Chairman, some years ago on the 
floor of this House Cliff Woodrum, who 
was chairman of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations, asked 
us to vote money to erect the Pentagon 
Building. My vote was one of two votes . 
cast against that project. Mr. Woodrum 
made the representation that it would 
take $18,000,000 to build that structure. 
Actually the . building cost $83,000,000. 
Other money was used to complete the 
construction ·of this white elephant. So, 
when we vote money here you can bet 
your bottom dollar that as long as this 
administration is in power the way will 
be found to switch money from one 
pocket to the other. 

It has been represented that part of 
the $56,000,000,000 appropriated last 
week will go toward this effort. Now we 
are asked to authorize the spending of 
$7,840,000,000. 
. Knowing that many countries are 

looking upon us with envy, and realizing 
that many people throughout the world 
are aiming to milk America dry, I still 

wonder what would happen in the event 
that we withdrew from this European 
mess. I am wondering what would hap
pen if we would give the Communists 
the green light. I do not feel any respon
sibility for what happened at Yalta, Pots
dam, and Tehran. ·Our American sol
diers on the battlefields distinguished 
themselves in fighting for freedom, and 
won the war but our politicians in mak
ing deals with these Russian faker<>, in 
recognizing them, in dealing with them 
and turning over territory to them, not · 
only our ships and our equipment and 
our dollars but turning other countries 
over to them, for them to run riot in, 
have gotten us into this trouble. Now we 
are stuck, and I am wondering what 
would happen in Europe and in Asia if we 
would do exactly as we did in Korea. We 
gave the Communists the. green light 
in Korea. Our Government officially, 
through our President and our Secretary 
of State, said we would have no interest 
in what would happen in Korea. We 
washed our hands of Chiang Kai-shek . 
What happened? Why, we have lost 
over 50,000 of our boys. I am sure when 
the story is told we will find that such is 
the case. We have had over 160,000 
casualties. 

If we withdraw at this time from this 
program, you can depend on it that we 
would be in a war overnight, and not 
in a police action either. So I say, even 
though I am apprehensive about these 
figures, I cannot vote against it. I think 
the Congress is derelict in its duty, 
however, when it does not comply with 
its own rules. We have a Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive De
partments that is charged with · the re
sponsibility of watching these expendi
tures. We actually have only 2.7 persons 
on our staff to watch these expenditures. 
The full committee has a staff of 10, in
cluding stenographers. One subcom
mittee has 2; another has 1, another has 
10, another has 1. We provided only 
$210,000 for that committee to watch 
the exp,enditures of government. They 
are charged with the responsibility of 
watching these expenditures. Here it is 
in the RECORD, here for all of you to read. 

What kind of Congress is this, that 
appropriates billions of dollars and then 
fails to follow through and provide the 
tools for these committees to work with 
so that taxpayers' funds are not wasted 
or stolen? Possibly Congress is not in-· 
formed as to the powers it bestowed on 
one of its committees. Here you have it: 
THE COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN . THE 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS - ITS POWERS 
UNDER THE STATUTE AND THE REORGANI• 

ZATION ACT 

This committee was established December 
5, 1927, and took the place of 11 separate 
committees on expenditures in the several 
executive departments. The first of these 
committees was establishd in 1816, and 
others were added as new departments were 
created. They reportecJ. bills relating to the 
efficiency and integrity of the public service, 
and creation and abolition of offices. The 
jurisdiction is now defined in the rule made 
effective January 2, 1!)47, as a part of the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 . 
Clause 3, giving the committee the power of 
subpena, was adopted February 10, 1947. 

On March 17, 1928, the rule was amended 
to include: "Independent establishments 
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and ~ommissions of the Government and 
the manner of keeping the same; the econ
omy, justness, and cc -:-rectness of such ex
penditures; their conformity with appro
priation laws; the proper application of 
public moneys; the security of the Govern
ment against unjust and extravagant de
mands; retrench•nent; t"le enforcement of 
th3 payment of moneys due to the United 
states; the economy and accountability of 
public officers; the abolishment of useless 
offices, shall all be subjects within the juris
diction of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments." (Rule 11, sub
sec. 34.) 

Section 105-A ·of title V of the United 
States Code, adopted May 29, 1928, reads as 
follows: . 

"Every executive department and inde
pendent establishment of the Government 
shall, upon request of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Departments 
of the House of Representatives, ·or of any 
seven members thereof, or upon request of 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Ex
ecutive Departments of the Senate, or any 
five members thereof, furnish any informa
tion requested of it relating to any matter 
within the jurisdiction of said committee." 

Section 101 of the Reorganization Act 
(Public Law 601, 79th Cong.) , page 3, reads: 

"The following sections of this title are 
enacted by the Congress: 

"(a) As an exercise of the rule-making 
power of the Senate and the House of Repre
sentatives, respectively, and as such they 
shall be considered as part of the rules of 
each House, respectively, or of that House to 
which they specifically apply; and such rules 
shall supersede other rules only to the ex
tent that they are inconsistent therewith: 
and 

"(b) With full recognition of the consti
tutional right of either House to change such 
rules (so far as relating to the procedure in 
such House) at any time, in the same man
ner and to the same extent as in the case of 
any other rule of such House." 

Section 121 (a) of the Reorganization Act, 
page 12, provides: "For a Committee on Ex
penditures in the Executive Departments, 
to consist of 25 m.embers." 1 

The applicable words of rule XI, section 
121 of the Reorganization Act are: 

"All proposed legislation, messages, peti-
. tions memorials, and other matters relating 
to the subjects listed under the standing 
committees named below shall be referred to 
such committees, respectively: Provided, 
That unless otherwise provided herein, any 
matter within the jurisdiction of a standing 
committee prior to January 2, 1947, shall 
remain subject to the jurisdiction of that 
committee or of the consolidated committee 
succeeding generally to the jurisdiction of 
that committee." 

Subsequent pertinent provisions of rule 
XI, page 15 of the act are as follows: 

"(h) (1) Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 

"(A) Budget and accounting measures, 
other than appropriations. 

"(B) Reorganizations in the executive 
branch of the Government. 

(2) Such committee shall have the duty 
of-

"(A) Receiving and examining reports of 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
and of submitting such recommendations to 
the House as it deems necessary or desirable 
in connection with the subject matter of 
such reports; 

"(B) Studying the operation of Govern
ment activities at all levels with a view to 
determining its economy and efficiency; 

"(C) Evaluating the etfects of laws enacted 
to reorganize the legislative and executive 
branches of the Government; 

1 H. Re!>. GO agreed to January 12, 1951, in
creased membership to consist of 27 mem
bers. 

"(D) Studying intergovernmental rela
tionships between the United States and the 
States and municipalities, and between the 
United States an.d international organiza
tions of which the United States is a mem
ber. 

"(3) For the purpose of performing such 
duties the committee, or any subcommittee 
ther.eof when authorized by the committee, 
is authorized to sit, hold hearings, and act 
at such times and places within the United 
States, whether or not the House is in ses
sion, is in recess, or has adjourned, to employ 
such experts, special counsel, and such cler
ical, stenographic, and other assistants, to 
require by subpena or otherwise the attend
ance of such witnesses and the production of 
such papers, documents, and books, and to 
take such testimony, to have such printing 
and binding done, and to make such expend
itures within the amount authorized or 
appropriated as it deems necessary. Sub
penas may be issued under the signature of 
the chairman of the committee, or of any 
subcommittee, or by any member designated 
by any such chairman, and may be served 
by any person designated by any such chair
man or member." 

Precedents bearing upon previous activi
ties of Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments will be found in 
Cannons Precedents, sections 2041-2042. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I be
speak the attention of the Committee at 
this time. The gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. MARTIN] who is about to address 
the committee, is an expert on the sub
ject which he is about to discuss. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 
committee of conference between the 
House and the Senate on the original 
stock-pile legislation of our Nation in 
1939, I think I should examine-this pro
gram especially as to its bearing on the 
acquisition of our stock piles of strategic 
and critical materials. 

When .Great Britain owed us heavily 
in 1935, Cordell Hull relates that he could 
not get tin from them when they con
trolled that tin, and it was not until 1939, 
just at the outbreak of World War II 
that they were willing to trade tin and 
rubber for what we could gtv:e them fur
ther in the way of cotton, and so on. Sir 
Ronald Lindsey's statements at that 
time as quoted in Cordell Hull's Memoirs 
are rather revealing. 

As I watched the development of the 
Marshall plan, I listened carefully to the 
President's statement on it before 
Congress and I :a.·ead the pronouncements 
of the Department of State building up 
to that plan. I have reread those state
ments and I have reread the reports of 
the House Select Committee on Foreign 
Aid and of the Harriman Commission. 

Just prior to World War II the British 
Empire, U. S~ S. R., .and the United States 
were responsible for more than two
thirds of the world's total mineral out
put. Russia, of course, is now out of the 
picture as a source of strategic and criti
cal materials for us today. The British 
Empire stands in quite different relation
ship to us but the memoirs of Cordell 
Hull, chapter 10, presented graphically 
the story of our inability to secure stra
tegic and critical materials from the 
British to apply on Britain's indebted
ness to this Government. In 1935, Brit-

lsh Ambassador Sir Ronald Lindsey pre
sented to his Government Cordell Hull's 
request for tin which was under the con
trol of British capital. The answer from 
London was a complete refusal and it 
was not until 4 years later and just 3 
months before the outbreak of the Euro
pean war that we were able to negotiate 
an agreement with Britain whereby 
through exchanging cotton for rubber 
and tin we began to create reserves of 
strategic materials. 

I will not attempt to review here our 
own inadequate approach to our stock
:Piling problems in the years from 1937 
to 1939, nor our extending power to the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation in 
1940 to take over the large-scale han
dling of strategic materials needed so 
desperately in our war program. At the 
end of the war our stockpile legislation 
was revised as Public Law 520 of the 
Seventy-ninth Congress. In that act 
we set up what we intended to be a 5-
year program starting in 1946. We in
tended to create a stockpile of approxi
mately $3,300,000,000 value at prices then ' 
current and Congress intended to have 
a sizable portion of that stockpile trans
ferred to the Munitions Board by other 
Government agencies including Recon
struction Finance Corporation. 

I found in January 1948 that the Re
construction Finance Corporation had 
disposed of more than $11,0D0,000,000 of 
strategic and critical materials and that 
only $410,000,000 of that supply· had been . 
channeled to our national-defense stock
pile and the total transfer of materials 
from all Government agencies up to 
the year 1950 amounted to $451,000,0llO. 
By that time also it had become appar
ent that the acquisition of our stock
pile through purchases was moving at a 
snail's pace. Consequently .many of us 
were desperate in the search for ways to 
build up our stockpile of strategic and 
critical materials from any available 
source just at the time the Marshall plan 
was before Congress in 1947 and 1948. 

I noted with great interest the treat
ment of strategic· materials by the House ' 
Select Committee on Foreign Aid in 
1947 and by the Harrim~n commissiont 
in its report of November 7, 1947. I ob
served also with great interest the Pres
ident's reference to our possible acqui
sition of needed mate:i:ials in his state
ment to Congress December 18, 1947, and 
the discussion of the State Department 
of the possibility of our . securing stra
tegic and critical materials through the 
Marshall plan in their treatises of De
cember 19, 1947. These statements were 
followed by committee action in the de
velopment of the Foreign Aid Act of 1948, 
Public Law 472 of the Eightieth Con
gress, which was approved by the Presi
dent, April 3·, 1948. 

In one of the committe~ reports ref
erence is made to the fact that lend
lease and the Second World War cut 
deeply into available stocks of natural 
resources and created the necessity of 
increased imports of strategic materials. 
Sections 111 (c), 115 (b) (5), 115 <b> 
(9) and 117 (a) of the Foreign Assist
ance Act of 1948 treated specifically with 
the matter of including and encouraging 
the acquisition of strategic and critical 
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materials with ECA funds. Quite natu- build-up of a sizable trade balance with 
rally I have followed the progress made Britain amounting to nearly $50,000,000 
under the Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 in the first half of this year, and that of 
with great interest. Because of the state Russia's total purchase in the British
of our relations with Russia and be- led sterling area, three-quarters has 
cause of Britain's tremendous need for been made up of wool and rubber. Other 
her own supplies of strategic and criti- materials sold to Russia included tin. 
cal materials, I was not too optimistic Britain, however, is reported to ration 
of the results to be expected from ECA's the suply of rubber sold to Russia accord- · 
venture into this particular field. ing to what is considered her normal 

In appendix A of the report of the civilian needs. In these news reports 
President's Committee on Foreign Aid, Britain is listed as doing business with 
dated November 7, 1947, the estimated Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and 
annual value of additional strategic ma- China, as well as Russia. Britain's ex
terial production of Marshall-plan coun- cuse for such sale and delivery of stra
tries available for .the United States tegic materials to Russia is her need for 
stockpile was reported as .$223,201,000, food and fiber supplied her by Russia. 
and this statement was made "with com- From the European Continent Britain 
paratively small increases in production, gets badly needed bacon, eggs, and sugar, 
which in most cases would require and from China she gets hog bristles, 
reaching but not exceeding wartime preserved eggs, tung oil, and other prod
peak outputs, strategic mineral raw ma- ucts. This trade policy of Britain is in 
terials valued at approximately $2 ,231,- considerable contrast with any program 
000,000 annually could be made avail- for building the defensive strength of the . 
able." Western Powers. 

It is very hazardous for ECA to as- I will turn now to the discussion of 
sume, however, that they have taken into the part ECA has taken to date in the 
consideration all factors in predicting matter of strategic and critical ma
returns of strategic materials to our terials. ECA has purchased up to July 
Government in exchange for ECA help. 1, 1951, with the 5-percent counterpai·t · 
The twelfth report of ECA to Congress funds, from all Marshall plan countries, 
for the quarter ended March 31, 1951, approximately only $70,000,000 worth of 
at page 11 shows the expanding economic · strategic materials for our stockpile. 
base of Western Europe. In the 12. About $56,000,000 in value of such ma
countries, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, terials have been delivered to the stock
France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, pile to date. ECA has executed explora
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, and the tion and development contracts in the 
United Kingdom, the index of industrial amount of about $60,000,000 and repay. 
production based on 1938, averaged 139 ment deliveries of strategic and critical 
percent during the first quarter of 1951. materials have been made to us to date 
The percentage for the United Kingdom in the sum of $245,000. 
was 156 percent. It will take considerable time for the 

In the :financial papers of August 10 investment in projects abroad to pro
there appeared a very interesting news duce any appreciable increase in the 
item announcing that ECA intends lend- amount of strategic materials we can ex
ing funds directly to British, Belgian, pect from the ECA program. Several 
Italian, and other private European serious limiting factors must be faced. 
manufacturers for plant expansion and There is a paucity of good mines within 
modernization under a so-called produc- the area covered by ECA, ocean trans
tivity plan the details of which have not portation is a problem, the shortage of 
yet been fully worked out. · .trained personnel in our own forces, to-

With production in Europe up to 139 gether with unstable monetary condi
percent and with an enlarged produc- tions in ECA countries and necessarily 
tivity plan in the offing, it is a bit out of the complex commercial negotiations 
line to assume that these same European with foreign cartels, and the great need 
nations will turn over to America's· stock- for the very materials in the countries 
pile the very strategic materials that are that control their production abroad, all 
short in their own area. Furthermore, lead me to predict we will not be able to 
the daily papers of Washington within use ECA extensively in building our 
the past 48 hours have brought us news stockpiles within the time they should 
that Sir Hartley Shawcross, president of be built. 
the Government's Board of Trade in In my opinion, it is illogical for Con
England, stated on August 15 in a major gress to expend large sums to promote 
policy speech that Britain cannot aban- an increase in the production of stra
don trade with East Europe without seri- tegic materials abroad through explora
ously endangering its own economy. His tion and development when Congress has 
speech was regarded as Britain's reply declined to grant subsidies for the en
to the United States "Battle" bill. Shaw- couragement and promotion Of explora
cross is reported as stating, "To deprive tion and development. within our own 
each part of Europe of the resources of country. 
the other will not put an end to com- The meager addition of strategic and 
munism." Shawcross is reported further critical materials to our stockpile from 
as saying that while Britain has in fact ECA together with prospective further 
banned some items regarded as of mili- need for strategic materials in Western 
tary or strategic importance from ship- Europe lead me to the conclusion that 
ment to the Communist bloc in Europe, the estimates made by the President's 
Britain could . not go along with the Committee on Foreign Aid in 1947 do not 
"strategic" value of some other items give us grounds for supporting ECA as a 
such as rubber and wool. These news re• means for building the self-sufficiency 
ports add that the United States Govern- . of America and yet that is exactly what 
ment has expressed concern over Russia's _,,;:_ the proponents of ECA attempted to do 

when they embraced our stockpile pro
gram as one of their appeals for sup
port of ECA. 

There is a further factor that may 
more than off set the net balance of 
strategic and critical materials added by 
ECA to our stockpile. I refer to informa
tion given in the report to the President 
by the Director of Defense Mobilization, 
dated April 1, 1951, at page 36, where 
the statement is made, "Despite the 
heavy demands of our own armed serv
ices, we have supplied, under the mutual 
defense · assistance program, more than 
1,000,000 measurement tons of military 
equipment to friendly nations since ship
ments began in March 1950. This :fig
ure is exclusive of aircraft and naval 
vessels delivered under their own power." 

Revisions and additions to our stock
pile program have increased the size of . 
the planned cost of our stockpile pro-

. gram to $8,300,000,000. At the rate of 
acquisition of these materials through 
ECA during the past 2 years and a half 
it would require 369 years for us to ac
quire our entire stockpile from that 
source. 

From April 1948 to March 1951 we 
allotted to participating countries $11,-
221,000,000 in Marshall-plan aid, and 
this program has produced $56,245,000 
of strategic and critical mat~rials now in 
our stockpile. In other words, we have 
spent $200 in Marshall-plain aid for 
each dollar we have received in strategic 
and critical materials to date. At that 
rate, if we should plan to acquire our 
entire stockpile of strategic and critical 
materials through ECA, it would neces
sitate our spending in Marshall-plan 
a.ssistance to the world the sum of 
$1,660,000,000,000. My conclusion is 
that we should not try fo justify ECA 
expenditures on the ground that this 
program as now administered will give 
us our stockpile of strategic and critical 
materials, 

One billion dollars of ECA funds is 
now available for loans, and 20 percent 
of ECA grants under the present bill is 
earmarked and required to be used for 
loans to the participating countries. 
This provision in the bill under consid
eration will add $300,000,000 to the bil
lion now available for such loans, and 
all of these loans can be paid back in 
strategic and critical materials by par
ticipating countries. These countries 
cannot pay back quickly, but the loan 
provisions and the exploration and de
velopment provisions could be greatly 
expanded to increase our return in stra
tegic and critical materials and tremen
dously change the ratio I have discussed 
above. The machinery is here in this 
bill. It was placed there at the insist
ence of the . gentleman from Ohio . [Mr. 
VoRYSJ, but the Truman administration 
has not indicated any determination to 
urge repayment by the participating 
countries in strategic and critical mate
rials so that America's return in such 
materials for ECA dollars spent and 
loaned to the participating countries 
might come closer to the glowing pre
dictions made by the Harriman Com
mission in 1947 and by the President's 
statement of December 18, 1947, and the 
discussion of the State Department on 

'· 
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this subject in their treatises of Decem
ber 19, 1947. 

Without identifying individual items 
I believe it will be of interest to Con
gress that in 1950, 42 of the 69 materials 
then liiSted as strategic and critical by 
the Munitions Board were not produced 
at all in the United States. Only 8 of 
those 69 materials were produced to the 
extent of half of our peacetime needs; 

· 21 of the materials could be obtained 
from other countries of the Western 
Hemisphere, but at least 13 of them are 
not obtainable in any quantity in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

I have examined the latest report of 
ECA on their purchases and projects 
through June 30, 1951, and one of my 
criticisms of their activities in the field 
of strategic and critical materials is 
that too much of their dealing has been 
with materials that are most competi
tive with American mine production and 
not enough with the most strategic items. 

Figures compiled by the United States 
Bureau of Mines show that between 1935 
and 1950 the number of mines produc
ing gold, silver, copper, lead, and zinc 
in our western mining States reduced 
from 11,033 to 2,308. I am told by very 
competent mining experts that many of 
our most important strategic metals 
such as tungsten, manganese, antimony, 
mercury, chromium, and vanadium, and 
many others occur in appreciable quan
tities within the continental , United 
States although they are somewhat 
lower grade than the richer deposits 
abroad. It is true as stated in prelimi
nary report No. 10 of the House Select 
Committee on Foreign Aid in their re
port to Congress on November 25, 1947, 
that "with the exception of aluminum 
and molybdenum, the United States is 
currently an importer of every major 
nonferrous metal." But it is my hope 
that America will wake up to the serious 
need for encouragement of our own 
domestic mining industry through ex
tending help to every reasonable extent 
for exploration prospecting and develop
ment of our own mine resources. The 
health of the mining industry of Amer
ica is of greater importance to America's 
welfare both in war and· in peace than 
any other single factor. We recognized 
in paragraph 1 of the Stockpile Act, 
Public Law 520, of tpe Seventy-ninth 
Congress, that the health of the mining 
industry of America was of greater im
portance than the stockpile but that both 
the mining industry and the stockpile 
were essential insurance policies in this 
war-torn world. I only wish it were 
possible for us to bring to the American 
mining industry the help and the at
tention that it must be given if we are 
to maintain our place both in war and 
in peace in the family of natfons. 

The acquisition of strategic and criti
cal materials by ECA is entirely inade
quate and as now administered will re
main so. Such acquisition should be 
under the control and direction of ex
perts who understand the mining indus
try and who are fully informed of the 
entire American metals problem. Presi
dent Truman on August 1 announced 
that all dealings in strategic and critical 
materials, both foreign and domestic. 

would be transferred to the jurisdiction fully considered recommendations of the 
of the newly created Defense Materials Committee on Foreign Affairs to the 
Procurement Agency. It is my hope that Congress. Our action is being watched 
this transfer will achieve greater defense with extreme care all over this world. 
security for our Nation. Let us watch the dollars as they are 

ECA has made maximum use of its part spent, but I beg of you to think care
in the acquisition of strategic and critical fully of the moral effect of a relatively 
materials as a selling point to Congress small proportionate reduction, the dif
for the perpetuation of ECA and its ference between a quarter of a billion or 
spending of vast sums of American tax a half a billion dollars, a few million 
dollars throughout the world. Far dollars in the authorization after we 

. greater returns for less money can be had have already appropriated over sixty 
through a program in which our main billions. I, myself, do not feel that I 
objective is the direct acquisition of stra- want to be in the position of being 
tegic and critical materials and greater point-ed to later as having done some
defense security rather than American- thing here today that perhaps lost us 
financed industrial world conquest. some of our strength in a critical time 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, I move of history. I do not like to have the · 
to strike out the requisite number of party, which I sincerely believe in, placed 
words. in that position. I, personally, as a 

Mr.' Chairman, with a great deal of member of the Committee on Appropria
reluctance, I have felt that I must speak tions, who took this trip abroad and 
for a moment to this Committee. Re- observed carefully as we went through 
luctant because of the fact that I hesi- these various countries, feel that I am 
tate to disagree with colleagues whom going to vote against a cut beyond the 

· I have followed for 5 years and in whom recommendations of the committee that 
I have great confidence. But I have has been considering it, and I shall then 
noted today. that spenders and econ- give these expenditures a long second 
omists, liberals and conservatives, have look and searching consideration when 
become strangely reversed and inter- the time comes to spend these dollars. 
mingled. I feel compelled to mention The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
one thing in this Committee. It is not gentleman from New Hampshire has 
entirely because I traveled to Europe expired. 
with a group that went over recently, Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
I came back fully convinced that we to strike out the last word. 
must watch with extreme care every · Mr. Chairman, I do not want it mis
dollar that we expend there; and, as one understood as to how I personally feel 
of the junior members on the Commit- about this bill; I want to be perfectly 
tee on Appropriations, I pledge to you frank and tell you that I am going to 
that, for my part, whatever authoriza- vote for these reductions and then I 
tion is made I shall try to do my part in iShall vote against the ·whole bill. I 
watching with care each appropriation. have been here long enough to remem
But I just want to say this to the Com- ber the early: 1941 da-ys of lend-lease 
mittee: Remember that when the chips when we were sold the great program 
are down and the vote is taken the eyes of lend-lease under the guise to keep 
of the world--the press and the people us out of war, and I have listened to 
of America, and the press and the people each of the appealing and emotional 
across the sea· will not be focused upon reasons why we should vote for this for
the seven billion or seven and one-half eign-aid program and that foreign-aid 
billion or six and three-fourths billions program. I must take the responsibility 
that we authorize, but they wiU be for saying that in my judgment they 
focused upon the quarter of a billion or have cont~ibuted but one thing for us, 
half a billion or three or four hundred and that is that those programs have 
million that we cut. The moral effect of contributed but to inflation and bank
all that we do here may well be dimmed ruptcy of America. I cannot see how 
and dulled if we are not caref,ul in the you who have. been so conservative in 
matter of applying these cuts. dealing. with appropriations necessary 

I have wondered why some of these for the people of our own country can
speeches for the solvency of America not deal with the same concern when it 
were net made last week, when we were .comes to throwing our money all over 
appropriating-not authorizing but ap- the world. I say to you that it is as easy 
propriating-$56,000,000,000 for national for you to buy your way into heaven, and 
defense, and the next day some more bil- I believe there is a heaven, as I believe 
lions for air bases and military installa- it is for you to-try to buy countries to 
tions. We voted for them without bat- fight against communism or to instill a 
ting an eye, because I think every one desire in the people of other countries 
of us is conscious, as we watch the delib- of the world to fight for their own home
erations in the so-called cease-fire con- land. If they have not that patriotic 
ference, that we are in a serious and feeling then you have not enough 
solemn hour. we have swallowed the money in the United States ever to buy 
camel and we are straining at the gnat. it. Many mental justifications for this 
I have no quarrel with anyone who wants bill will be advanced by the membership. 
to . vote against all European aid, even The gentleman from Iowa spoke about 
though I cannot agree that we can re- strategic materials a few minutes ago. 
1 Let me talk to you about steel. The 
inquish the beachheads we have won great iron mines of the United States 

the airfields that we hold there, th~ are in the Mesabi Range in Minnesota. 
industries and mineral resources and Wtth normal use-not wartime, but 
the frie.ndship and help that ~e ~rave. peacetime use-there is about 20 years 
I do belleve that we ought to think care- of steel left in those ranges as has been 
fully before we apply cuts to the care- _...._ testified to by experts. ' 
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Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will stuaied by the House. This· condition is 

the gentleman yield? a fruitful argument by the Communists 
Mr. O'HARA. I yield. to maintain their membership and dis-
Mr. DONDERO. The information credit us. 

given to the Committee on Public FRANCE 

Works-and we were there in the month General situation: Industrial produc-
of June-was not 20 y~ars, but about 10. tion in France has reached in May 1951 

Mr. O'HARA. I accept the gentle- its highest level in postwartime, with 
man's correction, because he was there an index number of 129-1937 equals 
this summer investigating that very 100-compared with an annual average 
problem. So pretty soon we will have of 102 in 1948. Gross national income 
sent steel under the ECA programs, and in 1950 was estimated at 7,390,000,000,000 
various programs of rearmament, to · francs, compared with 6,875,000,000,000 
other nations of the world, I do not know in 1949, and ·5,712,000,000,000 in 1948. 
how much, that they will use for fight- ECA has contributed largely to the eco
ing. But when our steel is gone in -this nomic -recovery_ of France,. but -it has -not 
country then we subject ourselves .to-the. -assured .· -to. French labor an adequate . 
s~me condition England and. other c.oun- shar.e- of .the results of this progress. 
tries who have no st eel find themselves The gain8 in nominal ·wages -which the 
in today. We must then depend on for- workers could register were again and 
eign imports. again absorbed by rising prices, with the 

My judgment and my feeling upon this result that real earnings of French work
bill is expressed perhaps by the thought ers today are much lower than they were 
of a great southerner, Benjamin Hill, of in prewai'time. Physical reconstruction 
Georgia, who wrote some time ago this in France has been slow, and the hous
sta tement: ing situation is still extremely serious. 

He who serves his country saves all things, Only ir the consumption of some essen
and all things saved shall bless him. But tial foodstuffs, such as meat, milk, and 
he who lets his ·country die· lets all things cereals, did the level of living in 1950 
die, and all things dying shall curse him. exceed the prewar level, and there, too, 

I feel that it is my responsibility to only by a few points. · 
see that we do what we still can to save Earnings: The French worker presents 
this country from complete bankruptcy the unhappy spectacle of a marked de
and insolvency: I say to you that · we teriorat ion in his living standards~ com• 
are close to that border wher.e taxation ; pared to ·prewar, and a decline irr. 1950 
will be ·aestrnctive of. this country, de- compared to 1949. According to a; cal
structive of the initiative and the de- culation made by ECA's European Labor 
sire of the people of this country to work Division, real earnings of a single worker 
and to save and to fight. It is not just in Paris were at the end of 1950 39.1 per
economic. It is all of the things that cent lower than in 1938; under the 
make up common sense, and if you think :r..: arshall plan, they had grown only by 
your people back home do not realize 3.5 percent. For a Parisian worker with 
their burdens, the great tax burden of wife and two children who received the 
the poor and rich alike, you are mis- statutory family allowances, the corre
taken. If you think they are not deeply sponding figures were: 19.9-percent 
concerned over this design, and unless decrease from 1938 to 1950,-and 1.7-per
you deal with this subject realistically cent increase from 1948 to 1950. 
in your thinking, you are also mistal{en. Whereas before World War II, a sin-

Mr. KElLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. gle French worker could buy approxi
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to mately 68 percent as much food with an 
extend my remarks at this point in the hour's labor, as could an average Amer
RECORD. ican worker, in 1949 he could buy only 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ~7 percent as much, and in 1950 only 31 
to the request of the gentleman from percent as much. The French worker 
Pennsylvania? with wife and two children could in 1949 

There was no objection. buy 51 percent as much, and in 1950 42 
Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. percent as much as an average American 

Chairman, last week August 9, I called worker. 
the attention of the House to conditions 
in Europe which to me appear to warrant 
the inclusion in our foreign aid program 
of certain provisions designed to correct 
basic weaknesses of current ECA policies. 
I said that, while the Marshall plan has 
saved Western Europe from economic 
collapse and subsequent communization 
of most of her nations, the workingman 
is still not receiving the benefits intended 
by us, that he is just not getting his 
share of the economic gains made pos
sible by the contributions of the Ameri
can taxpayers. 

Through the kindness of Philip M. 
Kaiser, Assistant Secretary of the De
partment of Labor, I have received brief 
statistical information which bears out 
the principal point of my statement and 
which, I believe, is particularly apropos 
in view of the fact that extension of eco
nomic aid is at the present time being 

ITALY 

General situation: Italy has not yet
even with Marshall aid-been able to 
organize all of her labor potential for 
production. This is partly because of 
her lack of resources such as coal, power, 
and raw materials. Italy has long ex
ported population, and when the custo
mary outlets were denied to her the ac
cumulating surplus brought about over
crowding of farms and underemploy
ment in factories. As a result, payrolls 
in the early postwar years were padded 
with unnecessary workers who actually 
impeded productive efficiency. The ERP 
has mitigated, but not solved, the prob
lem by, first, enabling Italy to ·acquire 
raw materials and improve capital equip
ment; and, second, by aiding inter
national migration schemes. 

Production indexes have risen to un
precedented heights; compared to 1938, 

the general index of industrial produc
tion reached 140 in March 1951-a larger 
increase than that shown by almost any 
other European country. The whole of 
the increase has occurred since 1948. In 
contrast, the employment index stands 
no higher than it did in 1948, and· un
employment has shown little except sea
sonal changes in absolute numbers. 
Hours of work have increased somewhat 
since 1948. Obviously many workns 
have obtained steadier and more re
munerative employment, while others are 
still eking out a precarious existence and 
the competition for jobs continues keen. 

,Wages: Since. 19.48. the industrial 
worker's· wages ·appear · to :have ·-risen _ 
slightly more. -than ·pr.ices nf .. ·consumer · 
goods: In April .1951 the index of real
wage rates of industrial workers, in
cludi~g cost-of-living allowances, stood 
at 100 and including family allowances 
calculated for a wife and three children 
at 105-1948 equals 100. 

In terms of American standards 
· Italian wages are still very low and ar~ 
even now a little lower than they were 
before the war. With an hour's labor an 
Italian worker could buy only 26 per
cent as much food as an American work
er before the war, and 24 percent as 
much in 1949 and 1950. This was the 
lowest ratio of any ERP country. A 
married worker with two ·children could· 
b\IY 28 percent as much as the American . 
in 1949-and· 1950, . owing to his receipt· 
of family allowance. 

·The Italian worker's purchasing 
power is not worsening at present and 
that is very. important. But ·there is 
both room for and, indeed, desperate 
need for further improvement. 

Housing: In spite of recent Govern
ment-sponsored housing plans, Italy has 
not yet caught up with the backlog of 
postponed demand. The overcrowded 
and often unsanitary condition of hous
ing in Italy is one of the factors causing 
political unrest. With the help of ECA 
counterpart funds the Government has 
recently launched a 7-year low-cost 
housing program which aims at the con
struction of almost 1,000,000 rooms. 

WEST GERMANY 

In many respects German economic re
covery has been remarkable during the 
Marshall plan period, especially during 
1950 and early 1951. Particularly during 
the latter period improvement has been 
noteworthy in the fields of industry pro
duction and productivity, living stand
ards, including real earnings and hous
ing, and increased employment. 

Production and productivity: The in
dex of industrial production increased 
175 percent from 1947-48 to 1950-51 to 
reach an annual average of 129-1936 
equals 100. In April and May 1951, it . 
reached the peak of more than 138. Dur
ing 1950 alone, production increased by 
more than one-fourth. This encouraging 
increase was largely brought about by 
fuller use of oapacities based upon in
creased demand, larger imports of raw 
materials, and the rise in worker produc
tivity. 

Between the middle of 1947 and the 
middle of 1951 the index of output per 
man-hour in industry increased by 65 
percent and climbed to 96 percent of 
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1936. The greatest improvement during 
1950 ·was noted in shipbuilding, qrude oil 
and refining-over 65 percent-while the 
consumer goods industries and coal min
ing showed an increase of less than 10 
percent. ' 

To both these developments, ECA has 
made vital contributions, by grants and 
loans from dollar funds and by release of 
DM counterpart funds. 

Housing: The housing situation has 
improved during recent years, but is still 
grave. Although 1950 was a record
breaking year with 350,000 dwelling units 
completed-a significant part of them 
through ECA-it will take more than 15 
years at this record rate of construction 
to return to the prewar housing density. 
Housing density estimated at 1.8 persons 
per room contrasts sharply with the pre
war average Of about 1.3 persons per 
room. There exists at present a housing 
shortag-e of about 3,400,000 units. . The 
shortage has arisen . from war damages 
and the abnormal increase in Western 
Germany's population by more than 
8,000,000 refugee·s. ' 

Employment situation: The number of 
employed wage and salary earners has 
been growing steadily since 1947-48, 
reaching in May 1951, 14,526,000, an in
crease of 10 percent. Employment ac
celerated during 1950 in manufacturing, 
construction, trade and commerce. An 
interesting new development is the in
crease in ·the number of women in the 
labor force, who now form about 30 per
cent of all employed persons. 

Unemployment continues 'to be a se- . 
rious problem with a level of 1,387,000 at 
the end of May 1951. Although this rep
resents a considerable improvement over 
the near catastrophic -.winter of 1949--50 
when unemployment was about 2,000,000, 
the disquieting feature consists in the 
chronic nature of unemployment and the 
fact that it is proportionately high 
among refugees thus constituting a po
tential cause for political instability. An 
expanded· housing program is an essen
tial prerequisite for a lasting decline of 
unemployment. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the ·pending amendment, all amend-

. ments and substitutes thereto, and there 
can be but one, as I understand the par
liamentary rules, close in 1 hour. 
· Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, reserving the right to object, it was 
our understanding when we had only 
4 hours of debate on the bill that there 
would be no tendency to shut off debate. 
I have not been heard on the bill, and the 
gentleman has been heard, I think, 21 
times, the RECORD will show. · 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman has been heard one time on 
the bill and once under the 5-minute 
rule, and may I say further that we had 
time here to turn back. Had the gentle
man asked me for time in general debate, 
he would have gotten it. I also under
stand that the gentleman who had 
charge of the time on the other side had 
time to turn back. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I hope the 
gentleman will not try to limit debate. 

Mr. RICHARDS . . Mr. Chairman, I 
with di-aw my request. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the requisite number 
of words. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been the sug
gestion that in the event we do not vote 
the entire amount called for in this bill 
the psychological reaction in Europe may 
be bad. Now, I do not pose as an expert 
on Europe, not having lived there for 
many years, but I have known Europeans 
throughout the world. 

I respectfully suggest that perhaps the 
reaction might b~ "9"ery favorable in the 
event that we do effect some reductions 
in this authorization. I ·suggest that 
perhaps the European countries and the 
countries of the world will realize that 
we as a nation have finally reached ma
turity and that we are not going to do 
everything for them. As a result they 
will respect' us a great deal more than 
they have in the past. 
. Ill the event the reaction is bad and 
they walk out on us, I suggest perhaps 
it is about time that we find out whether 
they are with us or are against us. 

:Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. · 

1 :"Mr. Chairman, I want to call your at
·t'ention to what seems to me to be an 
utterly inconsistent ·policy of our govern
ment, not the policy of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, for I am not criticizing 

· them-but a policy which this Congress 
is following. We are here about to ap
propriate multiplied billions of dollars to 
buy arms for our friends all over the 
world. You may well say "That is fine; 
we want them to help us," and so do I. I 
realize they canriot help us very much 
with butcher knives and clubs; I realize 
that they have got to have modern 
weapons. I think that this aid has been 
and may yet be very helpful, but some
how or other I have a sneaking doubt 
about what some of those people can do 
in case of an outbreak of world war. I 
do not believe that a dozen jet planes in 
the hands of some country that has no 
mechanical bacl.:ground or facilities will 
be of very much value in case of war 
with Russia. About all that would hap
pen is that those planes would fall into 
Russian hands, and the Russians are 
smart enough to use them, and they have 
the facilities to use them. I do not be
lieve that a bunch of tanks in some coun
try that cannot maintain those tanks 

-either with equipment or with gasoline 
is of very much help. They, too, -will 
probably fall into Russian hands, and 
again the Russians can use them. 

I do not even know that a large num
ber of f oat soldiers, where it is doubtful 
that they will be able to make a stand, 
or where it is doubtful that their govern
ment will make a stand, is of very much 
help. They are likely to simply let their 
arms fall into the Communists' hands. 
We have seen that happen all over Asia, 
and that is what we are crying about 
now. The Communists are equipped, at 
least in large part, in Korea, with arms 
that we supplied to those who were our 
friends. 

Why should not we play this game safe 
and accomplish the same results for our 
friends and accomplish a whole lot more 
results for ourselves by paying the men 
of those countries of doubtful strength 
or determination as our soldiers? Why . 

not give them the opportunity to enlist 
in the United States Army, rather than 
setting up a bunch of little indefensible 
military units all over this world that 
cannot possibly support themselves and 
cannot -possibly be of very much help to 
us? 

You can take a billion dollars and you 
can pay l,000,000 men $1,000 a year, and 
you can make those men members of 
the United States Armed Forces. It will 
not cost you any more to arm them under 
the American :flag than it does to arm 
them under 40 different flags, and we 
are going to pay for the arms anyway. 
When you have done that you have a 
striking force of some real power. In 
that way you would put a million men 
in the Army in various parts of this 
world under the command of the United 
States of America. Right here, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to make it clear, I am 
not talking about a United Nations army; 
I am talking about the United States; 
I am tall{ing about enlisting J apanese, 
Germans, FilipinQs, enlisting Nationalist 
Chinese, on whom we spent a third of a 
billion · dollars in this bill, and we do not 
know whether it is going down the rat 
hole or not. I am talking abou,.t enlist
ing these people and any other p'eople 
who want to enlist in the United States ' 
Army. I am suggesting that we control 
the disposition of those men and the · 
equipment for which we are paying 
rather than · let somebody of doubtful 
judgment, to say the least, control them. I 

Mr. BATTLE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BA'I'TLE. Does the gentleman 
from Texas realize how much more that 
will cost us? 

Mr. POAGE. It would cost a billion 
dollars for a million men; that is what 
it will cost us. 

Mr. ;BATTLE. Some of the people in 
France and the other countries are 
serving for 5 cents a day, and when a 
battalion, and so forth, can be effective, 
it has to be good. 

Mr. POAGE. You do not have to 
bother about the Frenchman. The 
French will organize an army. You do 
not have to bother about the English
man. You are not going to enlist any 
Englishmen. I am not suggesting that 
we should take anyone against his will, · 
or seek any enlistments where the local 
forces are strong enough to stand against 
the foe. But there are many millions of 
men in this world who would like to 
enlist in the United States Army, and all 
I am doing is saying, "Let us open the 
cioor and give them that opportunity." 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Does not the gen
tleman think we might very well use for 
that purpose some of these, our new al
lies, in middle Europe, West German 
manpower, for instance? 

Mr. POAGE. Certainly, I think we 
should use the West German manpower. 

They are good soldiers. You can get 
a million men in Western Germany 
alone. Just yesterday we were told that 
there were 9,000,000 displaced persons in 
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Western Germany, and that the German 
Government wanted· us to assume re
sponsibility for these people. Let us give 
some of them a job. But as long as we 
are going to pay the bill, let us keep con
trol of the · armies we pay and equip. 

We are spending thi~ money to protect 
America. If that is not so, there is no 
justification for its expenditure. The 
assistance others get is desirable, but it 
cannot justify the taxation of American 
citizens. Why, then, should we try so 
hard to make our aid ineffectual by 
breaking it up into small items with no 
over-all directing head? I plead with 
Congress to keep American officers in 
command of at least the bulk of the men 
and materials we pay for. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr . . Chairman, I 
niove to strike out the last word, and 
ask unanimous consent to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 
: The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman yield? 
, Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
· Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. In answer 
to the statement of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. POAGE], General Marshall 
told our committee that there are 12,000 
officer personnel in this country receiv
ing training for the very purposes men- . 
tioned; that is, they go back to their own 
countries to train men in the· rearma
ment program. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
reluctant to discuss a bill · which comes 
out of a committee of. which I am not a 
member, but I did have the very inter
esting experience last summer of study
ing the military assistance program in 
seven of the countries in the North At
lantic Pact and also in Sweden and 
Spain. I was sold on the concept that 
we must unite with the free countries 
of the world for our ·own protection. 
· I have listened to this debate. There 

is one underlying thought that seems to 
creep up in two-thirds of the speeches, 
and that is that this legislation is pri
marily a foreign-aid bill. Under my 
concept of the matter, it is not a foreign·
aid bill, it is distinctly a bill for the pro
tection of the American Nation and 
American institutions. It is true that 
France and Norway and Denmark, and 
so forth, do get aid, but the real pur
pose of the bill is not to protect them; 
the real purpose of the bill is to protect 
the United States of America. 

In that regard, I would far rather have 
the frontier of our security system 3,000 
miles away from home than to sit here 
at home and wait for aggression to come 
to us in the form of an air attack on the 
eastern seaboard. 

Another thing that has been brought 
UP is that we should not be in Europe. 
Do you not see that really America is a 
transplanted Europe? Most of the 
people in America came from Europe. 
Our immigration is fashioned on the 
theory that most, if not all, of our immi
grants will come from Europe. Eighteen 
percent of us in the Congress of the 
United States today are the first gen
eration of parents who migrated from 
Europe. 

The point I want to make, and I was 
convinced .of this last summer, is that 
we have the Communist threat pointed 
directly at us. The Soviets are not in
terested in capturing Italy as Italy or 
Norway as Norway, and so forth. They 
think if they can lop off one free nation 
after the other and take with that free 
nation their industrial capacity plus 
their military capacity, which now ·is 
very low, then finally they will get to the 
major plum and they will then perhaps 
be in a position to capture America.
That is why I think we would be very 
unwise to cut off any of the military 
appropriations we are authorizing by 
this bill. 

We must in the nature of things take 
our strategic concept and make up our 
minds by taking the advice of men who 
are Sl'ending their lives to protect Amer
ica. That is their business. By and 
large, I am going to accept their judg
ment and not the judgment of somebody 
that I happen to talk to or some isolated 
statements that I happened to hear, 
which . frequently come from irrespon
sible and ill-informed persons. 

I was home last week and talked about 
this and similar problems before a group 
of businessmen. Practically every man 
there thanked me for presenting this 
security problem to them. They did not 
Understand it. They said, "We are with 
you if you will use good judgment iµ try
ing to preserve and protect America and 
the free-enterprise system under which 
we operate. If that is what you are 
doing, then we are will,ing to stand high 
taxes, although they. are very onerous." 
So I say to you that is the problem we 
have for consideration. 

I believe there is another thing you 
must think about, and that is this: The 
United Nations~ in my humble opinion, 
is dying on the vine. The basic concept 
of that organization is such that it can
not be effective. Of the 48 vetoes that 
have been 1nvoked, 47 were invoked by 
one country. If the United Nations dies, 
I should like to see a strong group like 
the North Atlantic Treaty nations tied 
together for their mutual protection. 
We are committed to a 20-year-security 
agreement with Europe. We did not 
have a chance to vote on it. I am for 
the amendment to give the House a 
chance to approve treaties. But we are 
tied by a solemn agreement for 20 years, 
and it is for our protection and their 
protection. I am willing to stand behind 
it and implement 'it if necessary. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
. Mr. JOHNSON. I yield to the gentle

man from Georgia. 
Mr. COX. I want to thank the gentle

man for the fine contribution he has 
made to this debate. His statement is 
extraordinary. I compliment him. 

Mr . . JOHNSON. I thank the gentle
man. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, we are in 
an armaments race. Most armament 
races finally explode into a war. We are 
praying that this will not happen. It 
may be that .a showing of military and 
economic power such as we are building 
here and abroad will avoid the war, which 
hovers over our horizon. But if that 
terrible catastrophe should befall the 

earth our efforts today would be im
mensely useful, in fact might be the 
foundation upon :which victory would. 
rest. 

Much bitter criticism has been in
dulged in . here today to the effect that 
the European nations do not have the 
will to fight. This measure is one, I 
think, that will stiffen their determina
tion to fight and will provide the weapons 
to make the fight. In three separate 
countries the .nationals with whom I 
dealt told me definitely that with the 
military defense assistance plan in 
effect they would very definitely fight to 
retain their sovereignty and their free
dom. As one man from a small country 
said: "We know we cannot resist Com
munist aggression very long; perhaps 
only a few days. But if we know that the 
United States, England, France, and oth-. 
ers are coming to our rescue with men 
and modern arms, then we will fight to 
the last man. Your country must mean 
business, or it would not have .signed the 
Atlantic Treaty." So I say to you the 
will to fight is there providing the North 
Atlantic Treaty ·plan is carried out. 
· I am worried about this terrific expend
iture. But when we fight for our free
dom and our survival I want to do what 
little I can to assure victpry even though 
it is extremely expensive. This is the 
kind of struggle .that we cannot lose. 
We are taking money from oµr gran.d-:: 
children, but it is a.n expense. that they 
may have to carry because we took steps 
to preserve their freedom. 

Time and space have been wiped out, 
so we cannot procrastinate now if we are 
to be ready _for the wor.st. If we are 
ready I am hopeful that the aggression 
will not come and posterity may get the 
peaceful world that the veterans of the 
last war fought and died for. If we do 
our part today to protect America, as 
this bill provides, we will in part atone for 
the terrible sacrifices of our soldiers and 
sailors and of many of our p~ople at 
home. I do hope that the milit~ry 
authorizations in the bill will not be dis
turbed. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word and rise 
in support of this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, there have been a 
number of very interesting questions 
raised in the debate. Two of the gentle
men in particular have said that "the 
eyes of the European nations would be 
upon us. Three hundred and fifty mil
lion dollars may be a very small cut to 
make, but it might have a very bad 
psychological effect on the people with 
their eyes on America." We have heard 
that so often. What must we do to hold 
the confidence of the people we have 
joined with to protect them for the last 
number of years? I voted for $5,000,-
000,000 or more to go over there to im
plement this matter. The other day we 
appropriated $56,000,000,000 to make 
ourselves strong. We have given them 
more than they have asked for. We have 
spent billions upon billions upon billions 
of dollars and shed our blood by the hun
dreds of thousands and even millions of 
our soldiers and now we hear said on the 
:floor of the House that the eyes of the 
world are upon us. To me that is a very 
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poor argument. I will tell you that the 
eyes of the American people are on us. 
At the expense of being classified as a 
little old fashioned, I want to speak again 
for the people who pay the taxes to send 
us here to spend their money for their 
defense. I received a letter this morning 
from one of my constituents, Ed Lacey, 
of Kinmundy, Ill., that made me think 
probably the people back home have their 
eyes upon us. I knew as I have said 
before many times in these debates when 
urging greater economy in the interest of 
our people that they did have their eyes 
upon us. Here is a farmer and he is 
a very substantial and intelligent farmer 
whom I have !mown a good many years
he is a Republican, I will say, for the 
benefit of you Members on the Republi
can side who are going to have to pass 
on this matter pretty soon. He said: "I 
have recently read a report from a 
roNing reporter in Washington that says 
that the people in Washington drink 
more booze than in any other city of the 
United States of its size. When I read 
the reports last Friday in the paper that 
the Congress, by 348 ·to 2, had passed a 
$56,000,000,000 appropriation bill, I de
cided they must all have been drunk and 
probably this reporter is right." 

He also said: "Where does the Con
gress think an this money is coming 
from? Do they think there is no limit 
to what the taxpayers · can pay?" My 
colleagues, the defense bill to which he 
referred'. should have been cut, in my 
juegment, -by $10;000,000,-000. Yet no 
member of the committee made .such an 
attempt. 
· I realize we have a big problem here 

and we have to keep the defense of our 
country and of the world ln proper per
spective with the other countries of the 
world. But I think we could and should 
make a reduction in this bill over $2,000,-
000,01)0. I will tell you why. It has been 
brought out before. There is about a 5-
or 6-billion-dollar backlog which was 
voted "last year, which hi.~s not yet been 
spent: Now it is almost fall. We will 
be back here in January and we will be 
called upon to appropriate once more. 
Certainly, if we appropriate nothing in 
this bill, I think there is enough money 
to carry this on and I do not think they 
would spend it before we come back here 
in January when they would be able to 
bring in proper legislation. 

I ask you to support the Smith amend
ment that would cut out $1,000,000,000. 
That is not enough, but that would help. 

I say to you, in all seriousness, unless 
you stop voting to recklessly give away 
countless billions all over the world, you 
will soon spend this Nation into bank
ruptcy and we shall lose our liberty and 
freedom. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to 
speak on this measure today. I intended 
to reserve my remarks until after con
sideration of the matter in the Appro
priations Committee. 

The measure is of such great impor
tance, however, that I feel compelled to 
express very briefly my point of view in 
respect to it. 

XCVII-645 

I speak only for myself, fully con
scious of the fact that many of my col
leagues, with whom I usually see eye to 
eye, disagree with my point of view in 
this connection. 

I yield to no man in this House, Mr. 
Chairman, in appreciation of the dan
gers for this country involved in the tre
mendous spending in which we have in
dulged over the years under the present 
adniinistra ti on. 

I have fought that spending over the 
years time and time again. I expressed 
my views to some extent in this connec
tion in regard to the $56,000,000,000 ap
propriation bill for the armed services 
which passed this House a few days ago. 

I think we should be very careful, how
ever, Mr. Chairman, as to how far we go 
in reference to the bill before us today, 
In my judgment, it is of tremendous im
portance. 

I regard the proposed European aid as 
national defense. If it is not in the in
terest of the defense of this country, we 
have no business undertaking it at all. 

It is an attempt to help friendly na
tions overseas to build up their military 
power, so that they may have strength 
enough -in a year or two to take care of 
themselves and to relieve us of the bur
den which we are how assuming in our 
own interest :and in theirs. 

The economic pump has been primed. 
The military pump has not been primed, 
and it is vital, in my opinion, that it 
should be primed. 

It is not too much to say, Mr; Chair
man, that the future of the entire West
ern World may hang on whether or not 
it is possible to build up the military 
power of these allied nations overseas. 

What we do or do not do today, in my 
judgment, can have a tremendous psy
chological effect on the success or fail
ure of that endeavor. If we go too far 
we can play directly into the hands of 
the enemy. 
· I, too, recently visited Europe and had 

a chance to observe the progress there at 
first hand. 

In my judgment, there is a real chance 
of bringing about the result to which I 
have referred, of helping the allied na
tions overseas to build up the necessary 
military power within the time avail
able. 

I think the success or failure of that 
endeavor more or less hangs in the bal
ance at this moment. 

Success is not assured, of course-risk 
is involved inevitably-but, Mr. Chair
man, I, for one, do not want to do any
thing at this critical moment which in 
future years I may look back to as hav
ing jeopardized this tremendously im
portant undertaking. 

I want to cut this bill, just as far as 
we can cut it with safety. But this, in 
my judgment, is not the time to cut it. 
The time to cut it is after thorough con
sideration by the Committee on Appro
priations of the financial details, some 
of which, I am informed, have not yet 
been presented to or considered by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the Con
gress will take no step today that may 
prejudice the success of the mission. 
which is now in the very able hands of 
General Eisenhower. He has achieved 

greatly in building the morale and ·the 
determination of the nations in Europe. 

The success of his mission is of para
mount importance to America and to all 
the free nations of the world. · 

· Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, · I 
move to strike out the last two words. 

·Mr. Chairman, as one of the freshman 
Members of this House, and as one who, 
it is obvious has not had enough years 
on this earth or enough seniority in Con
gress to be even faintly classified as a 
statesman, I have to refer back to the 
founders of our Constitution once in a 
while to find out what a Congressman 
should be and how he should represent 
his constituents. 

In the Federalist papers which were 
written with a view toward explaining 
to the American people the purposes of 
our Constitution, Mr. Alexander Hamil
ton and Mr. James Madison brought out 
the idea that the sense or will of the 
community will prevail in our type of 
Government. They said: 

As the cool and deliberate sense of the 
c9mmunity ought in all g~vernments, _and 
actually will, in all free governments, ulti
mately prevail over the views of its rulers; 
so there are particular moments in public 
affairs when the people stimulated by some 
irregular ,passion .or some illic~t advantage or 
ll).isled by the artful misrepresentation of 
it;lterested men, may call for measures which 
they themselves will afterward be the most 
ready to lament and condemn.1 

It is with tne above viewpoint in mind 
propounded by our founding fatbers _that 
I must examine the Mutual Security Act 
and its implications. I am of the politi
cal philosophy that a Congressman 
should vote to express the will of the 
majority of his constituents unless, in 
h.is own conscience, he is convinced that 
such majority opinion would be contrary 
to the general welfare of the country. 
In that case, the Congressman voting 
against the will of the majority of his 
people would have an obligation to let 
the people know why he felt the majority 
opinion was not in the best interests of 
the country as a whole. In my particu
lar congressional district, on April 30, 
a . civic group, the Citizens Committee for 
Good Government, conducted a town hall 
meeting which was -open to everyone in 
the congressional district. One of the 
questions ·asked at this meeting con
cerned the advisability of continuing 
foreign aid to Marshall-plan countries, 
and of the hundreds of people in the 
hall only a scattered minority voted in 
favor of continued foreign aid. Fur
ther bearing out this point, the 551 re
plies I received in answer to a poll con
ducted by a well known news commen
tator indicated 86 percent very much 
opposed to furnishing economic aid along 
with military aid to Atlantic Pact na
tions, while only 14 percent were in favor 
of this aid. In a continued attempt to 
check my constituents' reaction to con
tinuation of tlie foreign-aid program, I 
sent out approximately 2,500 postal cards 
to my district and one of the questions 
was: "As a taxpayer, do you want to 
continue foreign-aid programs such as 
the Marshall plan, and so forth?" With 
approximately a 30-percent return, 77 

i The Federalist, pp. 393-394. 
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percent were against foreign aid and only 
23 percent were in favor of continued 
foreign aid. 

From talking with constituents during 
my trips home and from the letters re
ceived, there is no question at all in my 
mind that a great majority of constit
uents in the Eleventh Congressional 
District are opposed to further foreign 
aid and it is my duty to express this 
opposition by voting against this bill. 

I note that the cool and deliberate 
sense of the community is further 
brought out by recent developments in 
that General Eisenhower stated last 
week that he felt the European countries 
were not doing their part in furnishing 
the manpower needs which they had 
agreed to furnish. I also noted there is 
a serious split in the Socialist Party in 
Britain headed by Aneurin Bevan, and 
that this group is opposed to Prime Min
ister Attlee's ideas and seem about to 
wrest control from Prime Minister Attlee. 
Aneurin Bevan, who is the leader of this 
group of Socialists had . their ideas ex
pressed in the pamphlet, One Way 
Only, which pamphlet endorsed by 
Bevan states _that -America should cut 
her aid and give $14,000,000,000. of gifts 
to the world. · 

As I stated, the cool and deliberate 
sense of the community-of my par
ticular community-realizes that the 
Marshall plan foreign-aid idea which 
was sold to the American people as a 
temporary aid is now being looked upon 
as a permanent hand-out. 

Recently statistics have come out of 
Europe showing that practically all of 
the majority of the European countries 
have reached an industrial production 
level of from 110 to 150 percent of thefr 
1939 production and certainly we cannot 
justify further aid with the excuse of 
postwar recovery. If we continue to at
tempt to expend this money we will 
reach a point where the taxpayers can 
no longer stand the burden which will 
result in serious economic disruption of 
our own country. 

On the idea of containing communism, 
I can best use the words of Mr. John 
Knight, editor and publisher of the in
dependent Chicago Daily News, when he 
contended also that "while the flow of 
American dollars into the war-torn 
countries of Europe would stimulate 
economic recovery, it didn't necessarily 
follow that communism would dry up 
and disappear. Both of these warnings 
were borne out by subsequent develop
ments. Much of the Marshall-plan 
money was dissipated through faulty ad
ministration and the failure of foreign 
governments to face their problems 
realistically. Nor did communism, a 
nonpurchasable ideology, wither on the 
vine. While the European Communists 
have had their set-backs in national and 
local elections, the hard core of com
munism still remains." 

With the foregoing evidence in mind 
and the philosophy of voting to express 
the will of the majority of my constitu
ents, I do not think we should continue 
further foreign aid, but should permit 
the European countries to exert their 
own efforts on their own behalf if they 
want to preserve their freedom and 
liberty. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to commend my 
able and distinguished friend and col
league from the Committee on Appro
priations, the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH] for his 
statesmanlike remarks made just 5 min- . 
utes ago. He succinctly and clearly 
stated the problem, which has evidently 
confused most of the Members on the 
other side of the aisle and a few on this : 
side. 

It would seem from listening to the 
long debate today that we have b·een lis
tening to a group of apostles of doom 
who have no confidence in the future of 
our Nation, who have no confidence in 
the ability and strategy of our military 
leaders. 

If we were to cut any further beyond 
the drastic reduction already made by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
military funds for Europe we would in 
effect humiliate General Eisenhower in 
the eyes of the peoples and parliaments . 
of Western Europe and the NATO coun- .' 
tries. General Eisenhowei· has been 
working strenuously now for some 9 or. 
10 months, for what? The defense of .... 
these United States of America. -

I happen to be one of the Members 
of this House who went to Europe some 
7 or 8 weeks ago and conferred at great 
length with General Eisenhower, his 
staff, and our representatives in Europe. 
Today we find that most of the members 
of that delegation who visited the ·gen
eral and some seven or eight countries 
of Western Europe at that time, only 8 
weeks ·ago, and they were 18 in number, 
9 from the majority side and 9 from the 
minority side of the aisle, are for the 
full amount reported to the House floor 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs for 
military aid to Western Europe. 

You can be sure that the many 
speeches today, such as the one made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, who last 
spoke, will be widely endorsed and favor
ably distributed throughout the Soviet 
Union and its satellite countries. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
that tr.lose words be talrnn down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
por~ the words objected to. 

The Clerk read certain words. 
Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, the 

words to which I referred were the one 
or two sentences directly preceding the 
words which the Clerk has read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the words objected to. 

The Clerk read the words objected to. 
Mrs. CHURCH. A parliamentary in;.. 

quiry. -
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 

will state it. 
Mrs. CHURCH. The words to which I 

objected were the ones in which the 
gentleman referred to those-opposing the 
bill, or at least, recommending a cut in 
the bill on the basis of national solvency 
as being prophets of doom-incidentally, 
I withdraw my objection to that-but as 
having been an aid and comfort to the 
Politburo. I take distinct exception to 
those words. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair would 
like to propound a question to the gen-

tlewoman from Illinois. Does the Chair 
understand from her parliamentary in
quiry that she did not wish the words 
taken down that were reported, but that _ 
there are other words .she does want 
taken down? 

Mrs. CHURCH. The words which I 
wish taken down are the words that were 
reported as the gentleman. spoke them. 
My parliamentary inquiry referred to the 
fact that tlie words originally read by 
the Clerk did not contain the sentence 
to which I took exception. 

The CHAffiMAN. Then the gentle
woman is interested in words other than 
the ones that were reported by the Clerk? 

Mrs. CHURCH. That is correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the words objected to. 
The Clerk read the words objected to. 
Mrs. CHURCH. That is the sentence 

to which I took exception~ 
The CHAIRMAN. The CqmmHtee 

will rise. 
Accordi!1-gly the Committee ro.se; and 

the Speaker haying resum~d the chair, 
Mr. WALTER, Chairman of the Commit 
tee ·of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, reported that that Commit
tee, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 5113) to maintain the se·
curity and promote the foreign policy 
and provide for the general welfare of 
the United States by furnishing assist
ance to friendly nations in the interest 
of international peace and security, cer
tain words used in debate were objected 
to and on request were taken down and 
read at the Clerl{'S desk, and he here
with reported the same to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the words objected to. 

The Clerk read the words objected to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 

state as he did on a previous occasion, 
these are all close and bothersome ques
tions. If we were to hew to certain lines 
too closely, it would, in the opinion of 
the Chair, prevent 'full debate on many 
questions. However, there is a line of 
demarcation beyond which debate would 
be too free. I repeat these words:. 

One further thought that I have, Mr. 
Chairman, and that is we must with this 
debate and with the utterances of these 
apontles of doom, be giving great aid and 
comfort to the Politburo. 

The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
New York · [Mr. ROONEY] could have 
conveyed his meaning in words other 
than those, and upon this occasion the 
Chair is bound to hold, and the Chair 
trusts there will be ·no demonstration 
of any kind when the decision of the 
Chair is made because this is not that 
kind of a question, tne Chair does think 
that these words in all probability cross 
that thin line of demarcation, and, 

. therefore, must hold that they are a vio
lation of the rules of the House. -

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle
man from New York [Mr. ROONEY] may 
withdraw his words, and that he may be 
permitted to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the question of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Committee will 

resume its sitting. 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the fur
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 5113, 
with Mr. WALTER in the chair. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, we have before us to
day a bill which coming at this time 
m'ght be, and, in my opinion, will be, 
a marked contribution toward the goal 
we seek, and which decent-minded per
sons throughout the world, whether they 
are citizens of countries that are not 
dominated by Communist rulers, or are 
d )minated by Communist .rulers, seek--:-
and th~t is peace-a peaceful world in 
w]:lich to live where nations .might work 
oat their normal and . natural destiny., -
and where human beings mr,y live a 
normal life free from oppression and 
aggression or the fear of war. I urge 
my colleagues, without regard to party, 
to consid.;r seriously the pending- amend
ments in relation to the reduction in 
the authorized amo·1n~·: in title 1 of the 
bill. I express the opinion thut the next 
year will detemine whether or not the 
world is going to be involved in a third · 
worlr~ war. Personally, I think the sit
m:.tion ilas improved materially in our -
favor during the last 2 years. But I 
think the next year will be the test-
the crystallizing,. test of what we- have 
done, and it is my nr~ opinion that 
th.e actions we take;. apd the actions. that 
the free neighbors of ours may talce 
during the next year, will be the de
termining ~actor on the ·question of 
whether or not the world is going to be 
hurled into another terrible conflict. 
So far as I am concerned, if I am going 
to err, I am going to err on the side of 
strength and not on the side of weakness. 
I have said on this floor, and I repeat 
it because it is firffily fixed in my mind 
and it cannot be repeated too often, 
even to the extent of slight irritation, 
that the only thing Communists respect 
is . what they fear. The only thing tbey 
fear is power greater than they possess. 

I h~ve been a strong advocate, as have 
my colleagues, without regard to party, 
of a st rong national defense; first, as a 
possible deterrent to acts of aggression 
whic~1 might lead into a general war; 
and second, '.;he event of that unhappy 
thing occurring; that we will be strong 
enough to win. Because, after all, we 
have a duty and responsibility to pre
serve the country which we have in
herited from the past. That duty de
volves directly upon our shoulders as 
Members of the Congress of the United 
States. 

As I view the pending legislation, while 
relat ing to the defense of Europe, it is 
also a part of the defense of America. I 
voted for this legislation, not to help 
some other nat ion alone, solely, but, 
through helping that nation, I am mak
ing a contribution to the national de
fense of our own country and to the na
tional interest of our country. The pur
pose of this legislation is to be a supple
ment to the efforts ·of any recipient na
tions and their peoples, in their desire 
for independence, for liberty, and for 
peace. This bill is not a substitute for 
their efforts, but an implementation. In 

doing this we are acting for our own na
tional defense and for our own national 
security. It seems to me it is for our 
interest to make Western Europe strong, 
under the leadership of General Eisen
hower; to make it strong so that it will 
be a barrier to communism. When we 
have accomplished that, we can then 
start the journey back toward libera
tion of the people who are now enslaved 
behind the iron curtain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has 
expired. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, l 
ask unanimous consent that I may have 
one additional minute; 

.Mr . . · VORYS. Reserying .tbe .right to 
object, and I intend to ask that .the gen
tleman have five additional minutes, will 
the gentleman in his further rem~rks 
disclose what is at present a military 
secret; that is, when is it the plan of the 
leadership to complete action on this 
bill? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I ask unanimous con~ent that the 
gentleman have five additional minutes. 
I want to ask him a question or two. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Make it 3 min
utes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts that he may proceed. for .. 
tliree additional minute&? . 

.There w.as no objection. . 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The other 

question-I am sure the majority 'leader 
did not mean to infer when he said that 
the decent people of the world would 
applaud our passing this bill-he did not 
mean to inf er that we who are opposed 
to the bill are not decent-minded? I 
am sure the gentleman did not mean 
that. 

Mr. McCOiiMACK. Oh, no. I do not 
think I said that. I said what the de
cent-minded men and women behind 
the iron curtain, as well as outside the 
iron curtain, are looking for is peace. 
That is what I think I said. If I said 
any~hing. else, I offer everyone who may 
be affected thereby my apology, and to 
the gentleman from Nebraska my apol
ogy. But I think the RECORD will show 
that I did not say that. 

Now, on the question of when we are 
going to close this bill, I do not know. 
I undertook to give some advice earlier 
in the day, or at least to make some con
tribution. Failing in that, I am unable 
to make any further contribution. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. HALLECK. Can the gentleman 

tell us whether or not, assuming that 
we do not complete it by around 6 o'clock 
we will go into a night session or will we 
complete the bill tomorrow? I have been 
asked by many Members who want to 
know how to arrange their affairs for the 
evening and tomorrow; and if it could be 
determined, I think it would be helpful. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am unable to 
answer my friend. I would be very glad 
to get into a discussion of those things 
which are usually worked out in a dis
cussion between the leadership on both 
sides. The gentleman from South Caro-. 

lina llas been given a very difficult task 
as chairman of this committee, and he is 
doing a magnificent job. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman·, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, the dis
tinguished majority leader, also has -a 
very strenuous job and is doing a won
derful piece of work. Does not the gen
tleman from Massachusetts agree that it 
is desirable to continue debate on this 
bill until it is completed tonight? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I might suggest·to 
my friend that when the 3 minutes of the 
gentleman from . Massachusetts is dis
posed of,.and it must be about over now, 
the gentleman from Indiana and _-the 
gent_leman from South 'Carolina get. into 
a huddle with, tbe gentleman from Mas"- · -
sachusetts and the -Speaker"and discuss ·: · 
this question. That is the way these 
things usually work out. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
. the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. If I may have one 
more minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Massachusets asks unanimous con
sent to proceed for one additional min
ute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. I am sure the gentle

man from Massachusetts knows that a 
supplemental. bill was..repo:tled .out of the 
full Committee on Approp.ria.tiQns today 
which calls- for the· exp:enditure of rnore 
than $1,600,000,000. That bill will come 
to the floor on Monday. There is going 
to be considerable debate on the bill. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am glad to get 
that information. · 

Mr. JENSEN. And I think the mem
bership is entitled to know that there 
may be a great many votes on Monday 
when that bill comes to the ft.oar. We 
are asked to appropriate more than 
$1,600,000,000 even before the ink is dry 
on the regular appropriation bills. 

Mr. McCORMACK. My extra minute 
is about up, so I shall put an end to my 
generosity in yielding by urging the de
f eat of any amendment which will re-

. duce the authorized appropriation con
tained in this bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Maryland. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, as the distinguished 
majority leader has just said, I think all 
decent-minded people are very eager to 
do the right thing about this particular 
bill, but many of us who want to do the 
right thing find ourselves confronted 
with a confused state of affairs and in
consistent thinking on the subject, not 
only of many outstanding minds, but of 
our own minds as well. All we need do 
is look at the great State of Georgia 
where two of the most distinguished 
Members are in disagreement on what to 
do about this amendment. The same 
thing is true on this side of the aisle ; 
and so those of us who are not informed 
of the inner secrets and are not able to 
grasp the astronomical sums that are in
volved in this thing are forced to look 
at it from the background of personal 
experience or in the light of hQmely 
similes to decide what we should do in 
this matter. First of all, I do not share 
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the pessimistic views of some of our 
Members about the fighting qualities of 
our friends in Europe. It was my ex
perience back in World War I to fight in 
the trenches along with the British and 
the French; in fact, I was integrated 
into units of both armies at different 
times, and I cannot question in my own 
mind their ability to fight or their will
ingn~ss to fight if they have the oppor
tunity and if they are properly trained. 
Likewise, there is not any doubt in my 
mind that Western Europe is our front 
line if we can hold it. However, on the 
other side of the picture there comes the 
thought that if we overextend or if we 
overestimate our power to produce, we 
may hasten our downfall rather than 
strengthen our position. 

We have already seen-in fact, I have 
seen with my own eyes-arms go astray 
when we have spent millions to supply 
allies in the East, where there were un
trained troops or in some cases no troops, 
so that the weapons we desrred to go to 
our friends got into the hands of our 
enemies instead. I have seen airfields 
built at a cost of millions of dollars, for 
example, the airfield in Kweilin, China, 
'just about ready to be used by our own 
forces, when the Japanese moved in to 
take the benefits. 
I So, again, the question as I see it from 
a purely practical standpoint is, Are 
there troops now ready in Europe, with-

! out arms, that are able to go out and 
pght to hold that front for us? If there 
are, we ought to give them arms. But 
it is difficult to see in the immediate pic
ture how there could be troops ready to 
·absorb effectively five or six billion dol
lars worth of arms this year. 

Now, we must maintain our strength, 
both at home and abroad. Unless some
one can show me and this body the fact 
that there are such European troops, I 
shall support the pending amendment. 
As I say, particularly with regard to the 
French and British, I have great confi
dence in their fighting power, but are 
there such forces awaiting arms now, 
and if there are not I think we can aftord 
to go a little easy on this appropriation. 
Unless there is something that can be 
added to this picture, I am going to sup
port the pending amendment. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Maryland. I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HERTER. Merely as a matter of 
information and as a matter of public 
record, General Gruenther testified that 
there is a tremendous manpower avail
able but there is also a supply problem. 
In other words, the manpower will be 
ready when the equipment is ready for 
the men. The manpower proposition is 
running ahead of the equipment. They 
have given us notice that they will have 
the manpower ready to use the equip
ment when we send it over. 

Mr. MILLER of Maryland. Are the 
men trained and ready to go? 

Mr. HERTER. Some are trained and 
some are not. Some of those countries 
have had military training service from 
the beginning. Some have had no arms 
with which to train their men. 

Mr. MILLER of Maryland. We did 
pretty well in World War II in training 
without adequate arms. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, I move to strike out the requisite 
number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that the emo
tions run rather deep on this bill, as evi
denced by the fact that some words have 
been said that had to be taken down, and 
stricken from the RECORD. Most of us 
occasionally get close to the borderline 
and I have real sympathy for anyone who 
gets that close because I do it frequently, 
not intentionally, but because of the deep 
emotional feeling I have. The people I 
represent are greatly concerned about 
the spending under this bill, in fact the 
spending that goes on in government. 

I was here when they had the Bretton 
Woods matter up, then had UNRRA, and 
lend-lease. I remember the Marshall 
plan. A man by the name of Marshall 
went up to a little New England college 
and made some remarks about helping 
Europe. That was the first inkling, 
Then it bloomed out; it was to stop com
munism-a fine objective. I voted for 
the first Marshall plan because I wanted 
to stop communism. I am sorry now l so 
voted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I was 
guilty of the same sin back in 1948, and 
if the good Lord will just let me live and 
my people let me stay here long enough, 
I hope to rectify that mistake. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. There 
must be a lot of people who ought to 
come down to the mourner's bench. 

But, did it stop communism? Since 
the Marshall plan has been in effect com
munism has expanded from 170,000,000 
to over 800,000,000 people, and the end is 
not in sight, and you and you and you 
voted for the Marshall plan. You stand 
up here today and say "Stop commu
nism." · In the last election in Italy more 

. Communists were elected to their legis
lative assembly than in the previous 
election, and we spent $2,000,000,000 in 
Italy to stop communism. In France we 
spent over $4,000,000,000. Do you think 
those people infested. in a diplomatic 
way, industrially infected, will have a 
will to fight against communism? 

I thought somebody was going to an
swer me. I heard so much mourning 
around the Hall. Well, nobody answers 
me. Do you think they will have the will 
to fight? I wish the money we had spent 
had stopped communism, but it has not, 
and the people I represent are con
cerned about spreading ourselves out so 
thinly all over the world, and I know and 
they know, that the spending of this 
country has brought us to economic col
lapse. You can ruin a country through 
economic collapse just as easy as you can 
ruin it through military defeat, and I 
wonder sometimes whether we are ap
proaching that economic defeat. 

Now, the other day we appropriated 
$56,000,000,000 for war. Some of the 
things in the bill we were .not told about, 
but I have since learned there was a lot 
of money in the bill for Europe and our 
troops there. My colleagues, there is a 

limit in our spending. We appropriated 
some $7,000,000,000 for air bases, many 
of them located in and around Europe. 
A map was published recently showing 
their locations. 

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr .. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. BUFFETT. After 3 years of the 
Marshall plan, has anybody explained 
why 5,000,000 Frenchmen voted the 
Communist ticket in June of this year? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I think it 
is very difficult. In f.act, I read in the 
paper this morning that Bevin of Eng
land said "We do not want military aid; 
we want some $14,000,000,000 of eco
nomic aid for social advances." Eng
land insists on trading with Russia. 
Why do they and this country and those 
we assist under the Marshall plan send 
men to fight communism and send mili
tary equipment to Communist countries 
to kill their soldiers? 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Yes, I will 
yield if the gentlem&n will give me the 
answer whether this will stop commu
nism. 

Mr. JUDD. The fact is that commu
nism has been stopped in Europe. If it 
had not been for the aid we gave Greece 
in 1947, they would have gone under 
Communist rule that year, and Italy and 
France, as well. There is not a Euro
pean, I think, who will dispute that 
statement. The fact that all of the 
problems in these countries have not yet 
been solved does not alter the biggest 
and most important fa.ct, namely, that 
these countries are today free and inde
penderit and they could not have been, 
without the aid America has given. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. How about 
China that the gentleman represented? 
Did we save China? Of course, we did 
not. We have not saved any of these 
countries, and the gentleman knows it. 
Communism marches on, we may have 
made no friends. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, some Members have 
said that this bill will not buy us friends. 
Of course it will not buy us friends. You 
cannot buy friends internationally any 
more than you can in your home town. 
We are not trying to buy friends. What 
we are trying to do is to help free people 
stay free. People want to stay free; but 
some of them who are right up under 
the Soviet guns know that if they were 
to be too frank and open in their oppo
sition to armed communism they could 
be swallowed up at once, so they are 
cautious, the same as some Members of 
Congress sometimes are when they run 
into strong waves of sentiment against 
their views in the home district. 

The people of Western Europe have 
to play for time while they build 
strength. Surely it would not be in our 
interest for them to challenge the Rus
sian bear prematurely and be destroyed. 
In my judgment, we are doing them a 
dis~ervice when we complain because 
they have not been able to accomplish 
the impossible, instead of being pro-
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foundly grateful for the very real gains 
they have been able to make during 
these difficult years. 

When this bill came before us 2 years 
ago I joined with the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS], now 
chairman of our committee, the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. VoRYsJ, and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] 
in an amendment to reduce by 50 per
cent the amount to be made immediately 
available for military aid to Eur.ope. our 
main thought was not that it would save 
us money; but to give only 50 percent 
at the start, holding back the remainder 
as an incentive to the recipient coun
tries to do their full part. There was as 
yet no definite plan; there was no pro
gram; the whole thing was merely an 
idea. We did not know whether it could 
succeed or not because we did not know 
how bold and determined the European 
countries would be. I think that amend
ment was sound. It enabled us to keep 
a certain amount of pressure on them 
by saying in effect, "The United States 
is willing' to move its half of the line 
up this far. You move along with your 
half and then we will go ahead again 
with ours." It was not an attempt to 
wreck the program; it was an attempt 
to make it more effective and thereby 
more economical. 

Now we have a different situation. 
There is a plan; there is a program; 
there is a headquarters for the army of 
Western Europe; there is a staff under 
the leadership of one of the greatest 
Americans of · the century, General 
Eisenhower. The program is on the 
march. There is far less reason to vote 
to cut this P.rogram now that it is moving 
than there was 2 years ago whe~ it was 
only a proposal which none of us could 
be sure would work. 

Of course it is a calculated risk. There 
are genuine risks if we do this; but look 
at the risks if we do not. 

I have the greatest sympathy with the 
concern so repeatedly expressed today 
for the solvency of our country. I share 
it completely. Furthermore, I admit 
that the Soviet Union has us over the 
barrel. If we do not help these coun
tries at great cost to ourselves, they go 
down and we stand alone. If we do help 
them, there is a point beyond which · we 
cannot go without endangering the very 
solvency of the United States. Where 
is the point? The highest statesman'." 
ship and wisdom are needed as we try 
in all good conscience and mutual confi
dence to determine the line to which we 
should go in order to hasten the rate of 
rearmament so we will not stand alone 
in so dangerous a world, without going 
beyond it and wrecking the United 
States of America. We cannot hold 
them up indefinitely, yet we dare not 
let them go down. 

When General Bradley was testifying 
before our committee 2 years ago on the 
original proposal of a billion dollars for 
the program, I asked him, "if Congress 
insists on cutting down our over-all de
fense program by $1,000,000,000, would 
you suggest that we take it all out of the 
foreign military-aid program, or cut it 
out of our domestic defense budget, or 
cut them equally?" 

He replied that if we felt we had to 
reduce military appropriations by a bil
lion, then cut out the aid to Europe com
pletely. It would be less damaging to 
our defense to let Europe go than to 
reduce the military budget here. 

That was 2 years ago, This year when 
asked the same question he gave a dif
ferent answer. He said that if we had to 
cut this year 5, 10, or 15 percent, it 
would be better to make the larger cut 
out of our ·own defense budget than out 
of this Mutual Security Program abroad, 
considering solely the defense of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUDD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska, because he· was generous 
enough to yield to me. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Has my 
colleague from Minnesota, a fellow prac
titioner, ever given any thought to the 
results ·of an economic collapse in this 
country? 

Mr. JUDD. Indeed I have. 
Mr. MILLER or Nebraska. What are 

the gentleman's conclusions? 
Mr. JUDD. My conclusions are, first 

that the United States is like a patient 
whose constitution is so gigantically 
strong that the doctors can do an awful 
lot of wrong things up to a certafo point, 
and the patient will still pull through; 
and second, that we are approaching 
that point; therefore it is imperative that 
we get these extraordinary expenditures 
over as soon as possible. That can be 
done only when we have security again. 
And that can come only when we are 
able to confront the Soviet-dominated 
world with a coalition of free peoples so 
strong and so united that the Kremlin 
must abandon its efforts to conquer the 
world. 

If I thought the cuts proposed today 
would save us money in the long run. I 
would vote for them. But I am con
vinced that to the extent they would 
slow or weaken the strengthening of the 
free world, they would mean greater ul
timate costs, rather than less, for our 
taxpayers, and greater danger of the 
economic collapse you and I both fear. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not an at
tempt to give our allies the will to fight 
or the desire to fight; it is to give them 
the capacity to fight. To enable them to 
def end their own countries is to increase 
our own security. 

Do not overlook the significance of the 
fact that two of the Members on my side 
of the House who have spoken against 
these amendments today, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLES
WORTH] and the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. COTTON], are two hard
headed Members who went over to Eu
rope just as skeptical about the program 
as any of you are. They saw the situa
tion with thejr own eyes. You have 
heard them differ with the majority of 
the Members who belong to their party, 
the Republican Party, on the wisdom of 
the proposed cuts. You can be sure no 
Member likes to be against the majority 
of his own party on any issue. But we 
are under obligation to report our con
victions based on what we saw. They saw 
things and I saw things in Europe which 

convinced ·us this program can succeed 
and must be made to succeed. If we 
make a go of it, it will be the best de
fense money we spend. If the countries 
needing-our help are not able to defend 
themselves, we will have to furnish not 
only weapons in larger amount, but more 
men, too, and at greater cost. So in my 
judgment this bill is a means of reduc
ing the inevitable drain that would 
otherwise come upon our economy. It 
is in the interest of the long-term sol• 
vency of our country as well as its de
fense. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
· rise for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether some agreement cannot be 
reached upon ·limiting debate on the 
Fulton amendments, and all amendments 
thereto. I understand from the leader
ship, it is hoped that we will complete 
debate on this bill tonight. If that is 
to be done, we have to be a little realistic 
on the matter of time. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Tne g~n
tleman referred to the Fulton amend
ments. Does the gentleman mean both 
amendments-on the economic and mil~ 
itary aid? 

Mr. RICHARDS. Yes; and, of course, 
that would include the gentleman's 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I thank the 
gentleman. . 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the Fulton amendments, and all amend
ments thereto, close in 30 minutes re"'.' 
serving 7 minutes for the committee on 
this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from .Indiana [Mr. BRAY] had been rec
ognized before the limitation of time. 

The gentleman from Indiana may 
proceed. 

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Chairman, I was 
greatly inspired by the remarks of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, Dr. JUDD. 
There is no question but what every per
son on the floor deeply desires to help 
all of the free world to bring prosperity 
and peace throughout the world. There 
is no question about that, but naturally 
there is an honest ·difference of opinion 
on this floor as to the best method of 
doing that and also on the matter dis
cussed by Dr. JUDD as to how long Amer
ica can continue to drain our resources 
for the benefit of the world. That is 
a question on which there is an honest 
difference of opinion. 

But there is one matter which has not 
been touched here in debate. 

GIVING AWAY AMERICA 

Mr. Chairman, it is high time that the 
light of truth and reality be disclosed 
and that we realize the fool's paradise in 
which we are living. Now I realize that 
all America would like to see the people 
of the world happy and prosperous. But 
for a moment let us face facts. 

In your home town, if the citizen who 
is deepest in debt continued giving much 
money to those owning less than he, he 
would be taken before a sanity commis
sion. Today in our United States we 



10254 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE AUGUST 17 
have a per capita debt of practically 
$1, 700-that means that every man, 
woman, and child has upon him a bur-

. den of $1,700-for Government expendi
tures. Now that is the largest per capita 
debt of any country on the face of the 
earth. I want you ladies and gentlemen, 
to ponder on that fact-we have voted 
indebtedness upon our people as no other 
country has dared to do. We have 
plunged our own fellow citizens deeper 
into individual obligation of debt to our 
Government than any other nation. 

Yet today we are being asked to ap
propriate $8,500,000,000 for the aid of 
foreign countries each of whom has a 
-smaller per-capita debt than we have. 
Our administration tells us that the 
same amount will be asked each year for 
-a period of 3 years, making a total of 
around $25,000,000,000. 

In my district there are people living, 
in hovels; there are the needy aged; 
there are those who are ill; there are 
those that do not have enough food. 
Then, too, there is a scarcity of hos
pitals. We have many pad roads. We 
have schools that are totally inadequate 
to train the children who must enroll this 
fall. Yet in rough figures, the Govern
ment is asking each of the 11 counties 
in my district to contribute on the aver
age approximately $2,000,000 this year 
to give to foreign countries. On a 3-year 
basis, they would be an average of $6,-
000,000 per county. 

We have already given away and 
loaned roughly $115,000,000,000. Of 
course a portion of this was for lend
lease, but a goodly part has gone to coun
tries that are our enemies and are help
ing to kill our American boys. It is diffi
cult to figure just how much we have 
given away. For instance much ammu
nition that was supposed to be given to 
Nationalist China was instead dumped in 
the Bay of Bengal. 

Indiana's share of the $115,000,000,000, 
plus the $25,000,000,000 for which the 
administration is asking, would average 
approximately $33,000,000 for every 
county. That is more than the assessed 
valuation of some of my counties. 

Lenin one time said that they need 
not worry too much about America, for 
it would spend itself into ruin. How true 
was his statement. And a considerable 
portion of that spending has been given 
to Russia and its satellites. 

While we have been spending this 
money, as we say, to stop the advance 
of communism, Russian imperialistic 
communism has increased from the con
trol of some 200,000,000 people to more 
than 800,000,000 people. While we were 
giving away billions to stop communism, 
communism has increased 300 percent. 
It looks to me like there must be some
thing wrong with the way we are trying · 
to check it. It is like trying to reduce by 
eating candy and whipped cream. 

I want to make it clear that I am in 
favor of helping the peoples who need 
help in the world. I am in favor of help
ing them to help themselves. That is 
the American way. But this entire plan 
1s too unrealistic and impractical. 

Today we are being asked to vote $8,-
500,000,000 for this year alone to be given 
to foreign countries generally. Yet the 

burden of indebtedness stares every one 
of our citizens in the face-a burden 
greater than is given to any other people 
on this earth. 

All of this give-away program sounds 
to me like more of that "America
laster" propaganda. I cannot subscribe 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California CMr. SCUDDER] is recog
nized. 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, this 
is the third time since I have been in 
Congress that we have been asked to 
appropriate money for the ECA and for 
European aid. The first time, in 1949, 
the administration requested a gigantic 
sum and the committee cut that appro
priation. Then. on the floor, we cut the 
appropriation by $600,000,000. Last year 
another amount was asked and the com
.mittee reduced that, and we reduced it 
on the floor by $250,000,000. Each time 
there has been millions of dollars unex
pended and left as a surplus. 

I have a letter which concerns me very 
greatly. I feel that we should in some 
way endeavor to keep some of our money 
at home to sustain our own economy. 

This letter reads as follows: 
UNION LUMBER Co., 

San Francisco, Calif., August 13, 1951. 
Hon. HUBERT B. ScuDDER, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR HUBERT: The following is quoted from 
the August 10, 1951, issue of the Trade Re
view of the Timberman, Portland, Oreg.: 

"UNITED KINGDOM-RUSSIAN TIMBER DEAL: 
250,000,000 FEET PLACED 

"It is reported from London that the 
United Kingdom has contracted for the de
livery of 126,664 stanc;iards of lumber from 
Russia, with option to increase the amount 
by 50 percent by the end of August. A 
standard is 1,980 feet, making this volume 
equivalent to 254,755,520 board-feet. 

"The price is understood to be £96 per 
standard ($268) and freight 500s. per stand
ard ($70). 

"It is stated that nine vessels will lift 
70,000 · standards from Archangel and the 
balance will come from other Russian lumber 
ports. 

"No new United Kingdom orders have come 
to Canada. or the United States of America 
in recent weeks. It is reported that British 
Columbia is considerably behind in her de
livery schedule of United Kingdom purchases 
owing to the adverse logging season occa
sioned by the prolonged spell of fire weather." 

It looks as thoug_h Great Britain is using 
our money to purchase large quantities of 
lumber from Russia.. You will note that no 
United Kingdom orders have come to Canada 
or the United States in recent weeks. Brit
ish Columbia may not have wanted the busi
ness because of the prolonged spell of fire 
weather they have had, but the business 
would have been a godsend to sawmills on 
the Pacific coast of the United States of 
America, whose order files are diminishing 
rapidly and who have been substantial con
tributors towards funds which have been 
loaned or given to Great Britain by our 
Government. · 

Sincerely yours, 
Oris R. JOHNSON. 

The lumber situation in this country 
is being hampered greatly through Great 
Britain's purchase of all their lumber 
during the past few weeks from Russia. 
In the last 4 weeks there has not been 
a shipload of lumber leave this country 

for England. They are buying it from 
Russia and allowing lumber to pile up 
in both Canada and the United States. 

We have tried to have expended on a 
harbor in my district $i4o,ooo which 
would permit ships to go into that har
bor and go out fully loaded, but we can
not secure the money to do that com
paratively small job to sustain our econ
omy. At the same time, we have de
mand for lumber shipments from Hum
boldt Harbor but the harbor channels 
have not been deep enough for us to 
fully load and send out the cargoes. 

I feel we should reduce this appro
priation and spend some of the taxpay
ers' money here at home. The Ameri
can taxpayers are paying the bills. Ap
proximately $4,000,000,000 of previous 
appropriations are still available and 
unexpended for carrying on this pro
gram for support 'and to rehabilitate 
these European countries, if this is pos
sible, with American taxpayers• dollars. 
How far can we go without a financial 
collapse of our own country and the de
struction of the only country capable of 
stopping the communistic supremacy 
of the world? If we cannot keep our 
people working and support our own in
dustries, we may soon find ourselves un
able to care for our own citizens, let 
alone helping others. 

The · CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] is 
recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, not since 1948 have I taken 
the floor to oppose these international 
raids on· the United States Treasury, 
although I have consistently voted 
against them. Since that time I have 
become thoroughly convinced that no 
nation can successfully oppose commu
nism by supporting socialism. With 
this in mind, I challenge anyone here 
to deny that we are supporting Socialist 
governments in Europe. There is not a 
single democracy in Europe. Everyone· 
of those governments more nearly re
sembles the Communist form of govern
ment than our American form. 

In sending $7 ,50u,OOO,OOO of our arms, 
commodities, and production to Europe 
we will be taking a double-barreled shot 
at our own domestic economy. First, 
we will be draining $7,500,000,000 of our 
production out of the United States, 
thereby creating shortages here which 
will keep our supplies from meeting the 
demands of the buying public. That is, 
in itself, inflationary; failure of supply 
to meet demand cau~es prices to go up. 
That is not all: We will be printing an 
additional $7,500,000,000 in currency and 
flooding it back in this country, adding 
to the money already in circulation, in
evitably causing more inflation. By 
everyone of these foreign-aid bills that 
v:e pass, we further devalue the Ameri
can dollar. If the European people do 
not have faith in the soundness of ·the 
American dollar, they will, by the same 
token, lose faith in America's ability 
to defend herself. 

Our security rests in the strength of 
America--our people, our resources, our 
Government, and our economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York CMr. REED] is recognized. 
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Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, it is always inspiring and stimulat
ing to spend other people's money, and 
that has become a habit in this Congress 
of the United States. I cannot speak for 
the people in other congressional dis
tricts, but I know that my people with 
these huge taxes are getting fed up with 
this idea of supporting these foreign na
tions which have existed for the last two 
thousand years. Why, we even have a 
road commission in India; think of l.t. 
Paying for that. 

But I am thinking today of the money 
that we are sending over there to support 
our own people who are going oyer there. 
Take the Federal employees who are sent 
abroad: Free Government transportation 
for themselves and their families. They 
are all.owed to take overseas their per
sonal belongings, including cars, at Gov
ernment expense. Medical attention is 
free. Housing is located for them in the 
area in which they are assigned at a very 
low rental. 

Here are some of the fancy titles that 
these men and women employed abroad 
use when signing their pay checks drawn 
on Uncle Sam. 

Specialist in higher education; enter
tainment control specialist; organization 
and methods examiners; organization 
analysts; employee suggestions special
ists; sociological research analysts; so
cial workers; welfare adviser·s; monu
ments and fine arts advisers; social 
economists; youth activities specialists; 
international affairs specialists; working 
conditions examiners. Listed are the 
civil classifications, the salary earned in 
their jobs previous to their present as
signment to a foreign job and the salary 
being paiu to them by the Government 
and relief in occupied areas. Let there 
be no delusion that these New Dealers in 
foreign jobs are imbued with a burning 
love for their fell.ow men and are making 
a sacrifice in salary to serve them. Here 
is a list of the salaries which persuaded 
New Dealers to grab these foreign assign. 
ments: . 

Industrial specialists, formerly ear.ned 
$4,300, present pay abroad, $10,000; stat
istician, formerly earned $2,280, present 
pay abroad," $8,887; labor economist, for
merly earned $3,700, present pay abroad, 
$7,38,_; information specialists, formerly 
earned $3,880, present pay abroad, $10,-
000; business economists, formerly 
earned $3,934, present pay abroad, $10,-
000; management specialists, formerly 
earned $3,400, present pay abroad, $10,-
000; social workers, formerly earned 
$2,400, present pay abroad, $7,381; wel
fare specialists, formerly earned $5,900, 
present pay abroad, $10,000; business an
alysts, formerly earned $2,600, presen~ 
pay abroad, $9,177; social work planners, 
formerly earned $5,600, present pay 
abroad, $10,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ZABLOCKI]. 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman, I did 
not intend to speak on this measure be
cause, with a limitation of 4 hours' gen
eral debate, like a great many members 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee, I had 
hoped more time would thereby be avail
able to other Members who desired to 

speak their piece on this momentous 
legis~ation. I wish to can to the atten
tion of the membership that although 
the legislation was reported by the com
mittee unanimcusly-less than one-half 
of the committee members have taken 
time during debate. Further, only 14 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee mem
bers have thus far spoken on this legis
lation. 

After 31 days of very arduous sessions 
and hearings by our committee, after the 
sincere job that our committee has done 
in studying every possible cut in the au
thorization involved in this particular 
bill, and then listening to some of the 
debate and argument that has been 
presented yesterday and today, I could 
not help but take this time to comment 
on some of the statements that have 
been made. I feel just like the gentle
man from North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK] 
that if you have something on your mind 
it is a sin if you do not speak your piece. 

Accusations were made that since the 
Denfeld case our military officers are re
strained and limited ip their testimony 
before committees. Implications were 
made that the opinion expressed by the 
Government and military witnesses were 
not their own. In other words, they were 
told what to say. 

In my humble opinion, nothing could 
· be further from the truth. In open and 
in executive hearings the witnesses were 
very frank and thqrough in their pres
entations. I have no recoUection of any 
witness being reluctant fo give his views 
regardless· of whether it was in conflict 
with the executive department. 

Certainly some testimony for security 
reasons was withheld. Some details 
were withheld from committee members, 
and they should not be criticized for · 
such precautions. Only too vivid are 
the recent transgressions of secrecy on 
security measures by certain irrespon
sible Members of Congress. There 
should be no doubts in our minds of the 
responsibility which is ours today. If 
we question the testimony of our mili
tary as being dictated by the adminis
tration, I ask the members of the com
mittee to read the testimony presented 
by representativ_es of private organiza
tions. Please refer to the testimony, 
among others, of Hon. Paul Hoffman, of 
the Ford Foundation; Hon. Nelson 
Rockefeller; Hon. Tracy S. Voorhees, 
vice chairman, Committee on the Pres
ent Danger; and Mr. Boris· Shishkin, 
economist, American Federation of 
Labor. They have urged our committee 
to go even further than it did in connec
tion with this particular phase of the 
mutual-security program. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not a pleasant task 
in these days of stress to voice an opinion 
in favor of an appropriation. True our 
financial obligations are enormous; we 
must take great care and precaution not 
to overbalance our economy. 

No one will deny that $7,800,000,000 is 
a tremendous amount of money. We 
must remember, however, that this 
money is not being wasted, but used to 
combat communism. It is much cheap
er, as we have learned, to try to stop this 
enemy through advance preparation, 
consisting of the building up of our and 

our allies' economic and military 
strength than it is to accomplish this 
through fighting. 

The Korean war-one instance in 
which we were forced to stop Communist 
aggression by force of arms-has so far 
cost ·us an estimated $5,000,000,000. 
This does not include the irreplaceable 
loss of lives, the unmeasured sorrow and 
suffering brought to families of those 
men who died in battle, nor the destruc
tion inflicted on the Korean Republic. 

If we can stop communism. through 
other methods than direct fighting-spe
cifically through our cooperation with 
the free peoples an over the world-each 
dollar of our expenditures is worth its 
weight in gold. If we can manage to 
avoid world war III through strengthen
ing our allies, we will most certainly be 
saving ourselves, in the long run, many 
times the amount which we shall author
ize for that purpose today. 

If the charges that China was lost be
cause our country has given too little, too 
late, may well be repeated if we shall be 
negligent by giving too little, too late to 
our allies now. Ours is a momentous ac·
tion-we must search our conscience 
with all sincerity in considering any re
ductions as proposed by the Fulton and 
Smith a.mendments. 

I should like to. quote from the testi.
mony of Gen. George H. Olmstead, p·age 
1209, of the hearings: 

Our program is getting our allies to a state 
of self-sufficiency, and that is our time target 
as nearly as we can give it· to you (2 or 3 
years). · 

I would. say in our decision now about the 
1952 program that a material change will in
vite a series of disruptions of commitment~ 
that have already been made to us by _our 
allies. It will open the door to give them an 
9pportunity to do less themselves because of 
the claim, "Why organize a tank battalion, 
or why create an armored division, if the 
equipment is not going to be available?" 

I would say in our own self-interest for the 
over-all period of military danger in whicJ;l 
we are, between now and the time when we 
actually get strong-in our own self-interest 
or in the interest of attaining self-help from 
these countries, the speed of accomplishing 
this program is important. 

Further·, General Olmstead as well as 
other .witnesses have testified that if the 
amounts were reduced, such action would 
disrupt the supply of equipment and 
greatly endanger the program of General 
Eisenhower and the effectiveness of his 
untiring efforts in buildihg Europe to a 
point where we could withdraw our mili
tary manpower and permit their self
sufficiency militarily and economically. 

Our danger has not lessened with the 
brighter outlook in Korea, even if the 
negotiations at Kaesong should be suc
cessful to the extent of cessation of hos
tilities in Korea. So much the more must 
we be on guard to serve due notice to our 
enemies that we shall be ever watchful 
and :Prepared and extend every effort to 
aid our allies in mutual preparedness. 

Strength must be met with strength, 
particularly when a party in question 
recognizes or respects only strength. I 
hope the pending amendments will not 
be adopted. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
NELSON]. 
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Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 

hesitated to speak on this bill as I am not 
an expert on foreign affairs. I find some 
encouragement, however, when as I re
view our history over the past few years 
I find that few, if any, qualify in that 
category. To my mind the question of 
def ending Europe is a question of doing 
it all or doing nothing at all. We must 
go all out to meet the projected Soviet 
deadline or do nothing at all. This bill 
is admittedly inadequate for the first 
purpose. It appropriates too little to do 
the job. It tells Soviet Russia that we 
will not be ready for 3 years and just 
how much we are going to appropriate 
in each year. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY] was emi
nently right when he said rearmament 
in Europe was proceeding so slowly that 
it was an incentive rather than a deter
rent to war. As such this bill is not only 
dangerous but utterly wasteful. It is 
dangerous as an incentive to war. It is 
wasteful because when that war comes, 
before we are prepared, it will mean the 
loss of our entire investment of man
power and materials: 

It has been said that we must take the 
calculated risk that Soviet aggression in 
Western Europe will come before we are 
prepared. On the basis of this bill it is 
not a calculated risk. It is not even a 
gamble. It is a sure thing. We have 
announced to the Soviet Union how 
much we are going to spend, what we 
are going to do and when we will be 
ready for them. What would we do if 
Soviet Russia announced a 3-year pro
gram for arming and installing air ·bases 
in Canada and Mexico? Would we wait 
for the program to be completed? 

This bill is dangerous as a public an
nouncement to the Soviet Union of just 
what we can do and when we plan to do 
it. It is a dare to them to attack. For 
the past few weeks we have heard much 
about the necessity for secrecy in ap
propriation bills in the interests of na
tional defense. In response to that ar
gument we have sacrificed the inherent 
right in a republican form of govern
ment of open facts and open discussion. 
We have just passed a defense appropria
tion bill involving $56,000,00J,OOO and 
few, if any of us, know where all that 
money is going. Certainly in the na
tional interests the need for secrecy is 
far greater in this instance than it is in 
any other. It we were really wise we 
would pass an authorization bill for twice 
the amount of this · bill and bury the 
actual appropriation among all the other 
undisclosed, untraceable billions in the 
defense appropriations bill. If there was 
ever a need as far as Russia is concerned 
to take our thumb off of our nose and 
hide it behind our back it is here. 

Instead of that this provision for mili
tary aid openly tied in with the point 
4 program and economic aid to Euro
pean and other countries. In the face of 
dire national peril we are faced with a 

. political expedient that fears that eco
nomic aid will fail if not sugar-coated 
with the necessities of defense. 

Although this bill has to do in large 
measure with military matters a new 
and expensive government agency is 
created to administer it. This is with 
thanks to a complete distrust of Mr. 

Acheson on the part of Republicans and 
Democrats alike. A great deal of money 
could be saved by putting its administra
tion in the Department of Defense where 
it undoubtedly belongs. 

Much has been said in this debate 
about America's productive capacity. 
That productive capacity is useless unless 
w.e have the raw materials on which to 
work. Mu~h has been said about the tax 
dollar and its waste. If it was only dol
lars that we were giving away it would 
be easy. These days they are quickly 
printed and are worth only 44 cents. 
But it is not dollars we are giving away, 
It is irreplaceable American natural re
sources in terms · of iron and steel and 
forests and top soil. Much has been said 
that this is a struggle for the minds of 
men. To be realistic it is more basic than 
that. This is a struggle for access to or 
control of the raw materials that make 
freedom and our standard of living possi
ble in this present-day world of material
istic values. Already America imports 
over 70 percent of the materials that go 
to feed our indmitrial machine. Accord
ing to the best estimates the great Mesabi 
range that supplies most of our iron ·ore 
has but 10 years left. True we must 
protect our sources of supply. But there· 
is not one that we can waste. Especially 
on such a poor ·and well-announced 
gamble as this bill represents. 

It is time that we dropped all com
promises. If we are going to defend 
Europe and all our sources of raw ma
terials let us say so and get ready to do 
it on the terms of a wartime economy 
and wartime sacrifice. Let us tell the 
American people the real facts not fairy 
tales about "good old Uncle Joe." This 
bill as well as the proposed Republican 
amendments reducing it in amount are 
equally ineffective and futile. This bill is 
typical of our foreign policy over the past 
years. It is too little and too late. It has 
been a foreign policy that has been timid, 
undetermined, and vacillating. • It has 
been a foreign policy that is neither fish 
nor fowl nor good red herring although 
it is reminiscent of the odor of each in 
the later stages of putrefaetion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentlewoman from New York 
[Mrs. ST. GEORGE]. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, I, 
too, hesitate to speak on this bill which 
I know has had a great deal of time, 
thought, and intellectual honesty spent 
on it by the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. But there are two things I would 
like to bring to the attention of the 
House because they seem to have been 
rather neglected. 

First of all everyone who has spoken 
on this measure has done so as though 
this were the only money that has been 
appropriated for defense. It seems to 
me that I remember within the last week 
voting for roughly $62,000,000,000 for de
fense and for installations at home and 
abroad. If the so-called free world can
not be defended and cannot be main
tained for $62,000,000,000, I submit to 
you that it cannot be sustained or main
tained at all. 

Secondly, we seem to be arguing on 
that same old premise that has always 
failed, that in order to have peace we 
must rattle the saber and wage war. I 

lived in Europe for many years during 
my youth. I saw armament race after 
armament race, and every time it was 
carried on in the name of peace, but 
there was no peace. 

I submit to you that instead of going 
on constantly throwing more money 
away in the name of peace, while we 

. build for war, it would be better to turn 
and look back at history and to realize 
some new way must be found, perhaps 
some spiritual way, because all else has 
failed. It is time for our country, indeed, 
to assume leadership, but our leadership 
so far seems to me to have been a fail
ure. It has been a failure, because we 
are not leading, but following a pattern 
that has always failed. 

Russia has never fought outside her 
own border; that is history. She lets her 
adversaries carry the war to her and 
then devours them. I hope we are not 
going to fall into that trap. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute amendment offered by Mr. 

SMITH of Wisconsin to the second portion of 
the amendment of Mr. F'uLTON: On page 3, 
line 16, subsection (2) strike out "$1,335,-
000,000" and insert "$663,000,000." 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair· 
man the purpose of my amendment is to 
cut the economic aid conveyed in this 
bill $672,000,000. Now I know that that 
sourids like a lot of money. I call your 
attention to the fact that on the 30th -
of June this year there were unexpended 
funds· in· the ECA account of $1,698,-
000,000. I suggest to you that in view 
of that fact certainly a small cut of 
$672,000,000 leaves a substantial amount 
in that account. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the 
fact further that in the matter of mili
tary aid, as I pointed out before and I 
now stress it again,.that as of that date, 
June 30, 1951, there was $4,782',300,000 
in the military account. Now then, why 
are we concerned about a small cut of 
$238,00.0,000 as contained in my amend
ment? 

I submit that in the matter of cutting 
ECA funds, the countries of Europe are 
producing today 44 percent more than 
they did in prewar. Their export trade 
is 157 percent over what it was in 1938. 
I suggest that that is sufficient evidence 
to indicate that those countries in Eu
rope can produce without all of this 
money for ECA aid. The cuts I have 
suggested in my amendments are in our 
national interests. We cannot keep 
spending as we are doing in this session 
of Congress. The Democrats have the 
responsibility for the global ·spending 
programs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog. 
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, 
STEFAN]. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle· 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON. In addition to what 
the gentleman from Wisconsin has said 
regarding the funds, there is $1,700,000,-
000 worth of counterpart funds that are 
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still unused from previous years. These 
can be used either for military aid or 
economic aid, so there are plenty of 
excess funds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
M ANSFIELD] . 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, the 
amount originally requested h,as already 
been cut by a substantial margin be
cause of limitations on United States 
productive capacity. Our military wit
nesses pointed .out that the amount of 
aid which was orginally calculated on 
the basis of military requirements has 
already been reduced by over $1,500,-
000,000 because of the limitations of pro
ductive capacity in the United States. 
They have told the committee that the 
military build-up for defense against 
Russian aggression is needed now, not 
2 or 3 years from now, and that they 
would have asked for a much bigger sum 
for this program if it were actually possi
ble to turn the money into tanks, guns, 
and planes fast enough. In other words, 
the aid figures have already been sliced. 
If we cut the program still further, let 
us not fool ourselves that the .cuts can 
be absorbed without serious damage. 
Less money is going to mean smaller 
armies and less efficient armies. It is 
also going to mean further delay in · 
building up our strength to face the 
Soviet threat. It means that we will be 
wasting the most precious thing we have 
now, and that is time. 

Mr. Chair~an, in summary, cuts in 
programs mean a slow-down on both 
sides of the Atlantic with only Russia 
being the gainer. General Gruenther 
has estimated that the adoption of' pro
posals to spread this program over 2 
years would mean the loss of 15 divisions 
from the number which we plan to have 
ready by the end of 1952. In time of 
crisis this could mean the difference be- · 
tween the survival and the destruction 
of the entire free world. In other words,· 
we have power by our vote here in the 
Congress to wipe out in a single instant 
a fighting force more than 10 times as 
large as the Chinese Communists have 
yet been able to kill in Korea and to 
achieve this result without the loss of a 
single Communist soldier. We have the 
power to hand Russia, on a silver platter, 
the easiest victory it has ever won. But, 
whatever the Russians may hope to ac
complish by their "peace talk," I do not 
think we are going to fall into that trap. 
When American boys are still fighting 
and dying in Korea, I do not think the 
Congress or the American people are 
going to stand for making Russia a gift 
of 15 powerful allied divisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. HAND]. 

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chaii:man, this bill is 
the latest edition of the administration's 
foreign-assistance program. The Pres
ident asks for $8,500,000,000 to be dis
tributed all over the world largely at his 
discretion. In addition to these cash 
authorizations, the bill also provides for 
spending all moneys heretofore appropri
ated, which the administration has not 
been able to spend yet, despite the best 
€fforts of its expert spenders. 

That is not all. Secretary Acheson 
tells us this is only an installment on a 
3-year program involving at least $25,-
000,000,000. You may be sure that other 
3-year programs will follow. 

That is not all. The distinguished 
chairman of the committee informs us 
that since the war-excluding, of course, 
all lend-lease and other programs
since the war we have expended on our 
principal foreign programs nearly $20,-
000,000,000. 

Foreign aid alone, between VJ -day and 
the end of fiscal 1952, will have totaled 
about $27,000,000,000. The cost to the 
people of New Jersey alone is about a 
billion, enough to run our State govern-

. ment between now and 1960. 
For 7 years I have been seeking, im

partially, I hope, to find a realistic justi
fication for this fantastic ft.ow of our 
money and materials. 

We were told that if we loaned the 
British $4,000,000,000, we would stabil
ize that great power, and insure peace. 
Did it? 

We were told then if we adopted the 
Mari?hall plan, that would stabilize Eng
land, and all of Wes~ern Europe, and 
that this surely would establish peace .. 
Did it? . 

Are we closer to peace now than before 
we spent the twenty billion? If we are, 
why this year's program of seventy bil
lions to prepare for war? 

Mr. Chairman, the careful skill with 
which this bitter medicine has been fed 
to us in gradual doses is fascinating; 
First the British loan. Loan, :mark you, 
not gift; and to Britain alone. Next the 
Greek-Turkey gift, which ushered in the 
so-called Truman doctrine. 

This was represented to us as a unique 
case, only costing four hundred million. 
On May 7, 1947, in the course of the 
debate, I warned that the so-called 
unique case would "start America on 
a dangerous journey, and imperialistic 
adventure to every plague spot in the 
world:" I think events have justified 
that foreboding. 

Then came the Marshall plan. This 
was to be the cure-all in 4 years. Then 
came a trift.ing billion for arms aid. 
Then Mr. Truman suggested, in his in
augural message, a small shot of techni
cal assistance to backward countries
the point 4 program. 

Now, having conditioned the press, the 
people, and the Congress to all of this, 
we have the whole works tn this bill, ad
mittedly the start of a new $25,000,000,-
000 program. 

ECONOMIC AID 

Economic aid goes on and on. And 
right on top is the unique case, Greece, 
still on the payroll. And who are the 
other powerful allies the committee is 
helping? Austria, Iceland and Trieste. 

But no longer do we confine aid to 
Europe. No longer are we timid about 
point 4. 

Title 2 takes care of the Near East 
and Africa to the extent of $590,000,000. 
Here we have extended our world-wide 
generosity to Liberia, Ethiopia, Egypt, 
Libya, Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, and Jordan, 
among others. 

We by no means stop there. Title 3 
goes on ta take care of Asia and the Pa-

cific, including Korea and the Philip
pines. In a startling reversal of form, 
the administration now includes For
mosa. Indochina;itself in the midst of 
a colonial war, is not forgotten, nor are 
Thailand and Malaya; nor of course is 
India, which spends most of its time 
fighting us, in the United Nations, and 
the rest of its time threatening war on 
Pakistan. Of course, we are helping 
Pakistan too. 

In order to make the program com
pletely world-wide in scope, the commit
tee finally tossed in $40,000,000 for South 
America, although if the true interests 
of the security of this country were con
sidered, our neighbors to the immediate 
south would lead the list. The bill winds 
up with some miscellaneous items to start 
rehabilitating the Korea that we are de
stroying, and there are a few scores of 
millions for Arabian refugees. 

Mr. Chairman, it was not long ago that 
we were scorning poor Henry Wallace 
for his plan that Cf.me to be known as a 
quart of milk for each Hottentot. We 
have long passed that stage. We are not 
only providing the milk, but machinery 
to make the bottles, the milk wagons, and 
cement roads for its transportation. 
Heaven knows, we could use some more 
roads in this country, and heaven knows, 
that in spite of a high level .of prosperity, 
there are many millions of American 
kids a little short of milk themselves. 

MILITARY AID 

Military Aid for Western Europe is a 
far more appealing subject, but it is 
discouraging to observe on page 14 of the 
committee report that we are concerning 
ourselves with Belgium, army 105,000; 
Denmark, army 27,000;' Luxemburg, 
army 2,000; The Netherlands, army 
100,000; Norway, army 32,000. It is 
more discouraging to note that in rare 
cases do any of 'the European countries 
have compulsory military service l\alf as 
long as ours. 
. France, upon whom we must particu
larly rely has finally increased its 12 
months conscription to 18, but its whole 
professional army is fighting in Indo
china, and its parliament is about one
third Communists. We still limit Italy by 
peace treaty to 300,000 troops, and so far 
as my latest information goes, Western 
Germany, without which the defense of 
Europe is quite impossible, wants no part 
of it. 

This entire program is argued as a 
build-up, that time is on our side, and 
that if given enough time we can build 
defenses to successfully resist the feared 
attack by Russia. It has never been ex
plained to me why, if Russia intends to 
attack, it is going to be kind enough, and 
for bearing enough, and soft-headed 
enough to sit by and wait until we are 
ready. 

Deliberately in some quarters, uncon
sciously in others, Russia has been built 
up as ·a world-conquering ogre, which 
has our leaders trembling in their boots. 
While I h_ave no confidence in the good 
intentions of the Kremlin, I see no evi
dence that the Russian leaders are 
stupid, and stupid they would be if they 
entertained the slightes·~ intention of a 
military attack on this country. Of 
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course, if we look f--r wa:::- all over Asia, 
we will probably get it. 

Mr. Chairman, just las4j week Congress 
appropriated over $60,000,000,000 for 
building up our own defenses. We al
ready have a Navy more than equal to , 
the world's combined navies. We have 
now, and certairJy will have in the im
mediate future, an Air Force on which 
we can fully rely. Our Army is capable 
without the slightest difficulty of resist
ing the invasion of the Western Hemi
sphere from any quarter and it will re
main so capable if it is not dispersed all 
over the world. 

Our industrial strength is unequaled. 
We are responsible for 45 percent of the 
world's industrial output. Russia pro
duces 10 percent. But, as strong as we 
are, we cannot carry the world on our 
back. We can, however, if we only will, 
take excellent care of ourselves and at 
the same time participate in any reason
able world program for our fellows. 

Mr. Chairman, there should be reason 
in all things. Our present program is 
getting altogether out of bounds. For 
example, I have consistently supported 
all efforts to help and strengthen the 
United Nations as a world program for 
peace. I do not regret this, although 
the results have been disappointing. But 
I do regret, and I shall continue to op
pose a unilateral effort on the part of the 
United States alone to support with both 
guns and butter all the rest of the so
called free world, and most particularly 
so while their concepts of freedom and 
the democratic process are not remotely 
close to ours. 

I rtalize the utter futility of opposing 
the present bill. I am aware that it 
might be very unpopular to do so. I 
must, however, vote my conscience. I 
am sincerely convinced that the welfare 
of America is being destroyed rather 
than served by our foreign policies and 
I am very fearful that the history of the 
next 10 years will prove it, unless some
time, by some happy miracle, we come to 
our senses. 

I conclude by saying that any program 
to help others must appeal to our best 
humanitarian impulses. I have a right 
to contribute any of my property for 
these purposes, if I choose. But I seri
ously doubt that I have either the moral 
or legal right to contribute the money 
belonging to the people I represent. I 
shall refuse to do so, and oppose the bill. 

Mr. TOWE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
read the excellent statement just made 
by my colleague, Mr. HAND. I am in 
thorough agreement with the viewpoint 
which he has expressed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. JUDD]. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
that there is not opportunity to discus 
the full implications of the amendment 
just submitted by my good friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SMITHJ. I know that a 
good many people think we ought not 
to cut the military provisions of this 
bill but it is all right to cut the economic. 
I am sure that is a grave error. The 
economic assistance provided in this 
bill is not the economic-recovery pro
gram. That finished. its job last Feb-

ruary except for Greece, Trieste, and · 
Austria. Strictly economic recovery 
which was the job of ECA would be sub
stantially achieved in the other countries 
by the end of this year. The economic 
assistance in this bill is largely a part 
of the rearmament program. We are 
trying to build up production capacity 
in Europe, and that requires plants and 
raw materials and tools and transporta
tion and power and so on. If we do not 
give this economic assistance, which 
would enable them to build plants, and 
to get the materials and the tools and 
to build up their transportation and 
power, then Europe cannot produce 
enough arms as scheduled and we will 
be faced with two alternatives. Either, 
we will have to lengthen and drag out 
the period of rearmament which, as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
KENNEDY] has pointed out, is the most 
dangerous course to follow; or we will 
have to send more of our own arms, 
and thereby weaken our own· defense 
forces. Surely, to cut the economic aid 
part of this bill is to take the worst 
possible course, forcing us either to 
lengthen the period of weakness and 
peril in Europe or to drain our own 
domestic armaments. I wish we had the 
time to discuss these charts which I 
now show to you. They show how a 
little over $500,000,000 of economic aid 
that we give to Europe can increase 
their military production by almost a 
billion dollars. So instead of $1 worth 
of arms we get for each dollar that we 
put into a plant in Pittsburgh or Detroit, 
we can get $2 worth of arms if spent 
in the countries to be helped. 

Look at this other chart for major 
materiel procurement. Two hundred 
and ninety-five million dollars of our 
economic aid will produce in European 
factories $892,000,000 worth of arms. 
If we spend it for arms here, we get 
one for one. If we spend it there, in 
the form of economic aid in support 
of defense production, we get back three 
for one in major items. Surely that is 
what we are after. So I urge that if 
there are to be cuts, it would be better 
to make them on the military aid f ea
tures than on the economic features be
cause we will be hurting ourselves worst, 
and endangering our solvency most if 
we cut further the economic aid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from South Carolina. 
[Mr. RICHARDS]. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, may 
I be .informed when I have used 3 min
utes of my time? 

Mr. Chairman, in the closing minutes 
of debate on this very important amend
ment, which really cuts the heart out 
of this bill, because title 1 is the heart 
of the bill, I want to say I would not 
be here today opposing this amendment, 
if I did not feel that my opposition is 
in· the interest of the United States of 
America which all Members on both sides 
of the aisle love so well. Much has 
been said here about economy; much 
should be said; and much still remains 
to be said. I challenge anyone to prove 
that my ·record in this Congress is not 
one of economy. But when we talk 
about economy, and when we consider 
the $56.,000,000,000 bill which we passed 

here a few days ago, with hardly a word 
of opposition, I imagine the House was 
considering what 1t would really mean 
if this great country of ours became 
involved in a war with Russia. The 
most conservative estimate of 'the cost 
of such a· war has been that it will cost 
$1,000,000,000 a day. If that war should 
last 2 years, with the destruction that 
can be brought by atomic weapons, the 
cost could easily be $7,000,000,000 a day, 
and the result could wreck the economy 
of this country utterly beyond redemp
tion. It is in the light of that situation, 
I am sure, that the Congress has with
out a murmur passed bills here for the 
defense of America. I believe the Con
gress will pass this bill; when the Mem
bers reason with themselves, they will 
know that what we are asking here is 
just as truly a part of the defense forces, 
and is just as surely dedicated to the 
security of America, as any like sum in 
the defense bills that we have heretofore 
passed. · ~ 

Members of the House, : stop, look and 
listen. Kill this bill, if you want to, by 
these amendments and by other dras
tically crippling amendments, but let the 
people of America know-let them know 

· that you put your hand to the plow 
in Europe and you put your ,hand to 
the plow all over the world, but you are 
turning back right here just when we 
are ready to break the backbone of com-· 
munism militarily and economically 
throughout tne world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ' gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS] has 
consumed the 3 minutes. 1 

Mr. RICHARDS. .Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to the dis
tinguished Speaker, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. RAYBURNl. • 1 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman and 
my colleagues: I would not impose my
self upon you at this hour, or any other. 
hour, if I did not feel very deeply that 
we might make a mistake here this after- · 
noon. 

This debate recalls debates in which· 
I indulged in 1939, 1940, and 1941, when 
many men said: "Why continue the 
draft? We do not need an army. We 
are safe from attack from within or 
without.'' We extended the draft by a 
majority of one vote. If we had not ex- 1 

tended the draft, those drafted men who1 

had taken their places in the companies, 1 
in the battalions and divisions, would 
have been taken out before vie were 
struck at Pearl Harbor. The world 
thought we were weak. They knew we 
were, in men and materials, and we were 
struck. Talk about money. In less than 
5 years we expended $350,000,000,000, 
shot away and burned up materials that 
could have been used for the arts of 
peace for half a century. 

In addition to that, thousands upon 
thousands of our youth died or were 
mangled for life. Is the risk worth 
$500,000,000 that these amendments may 
strike from this bill? Thi~k about it. 

It has been my duty to vote twice in 
my lifetime to declare that the United 
States was at war. I trust I may never 
be called upon to do that again; but if 
I am I want to look my fell ow man in the 
face and say to him, "I did the things 
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that I thought would make my country 

. strong enough, and those allied with it 
strong enough, that no international 
de3perado or despot or totalitarian would 
dare attack my country or those allied 
with us." 

Think it over. Five hundred million 
dollars compared with three hundred 
and fifty billions, and if · a war comes, 
because somebody thinks we are weak 
.or our allies are weak because we have 
walked out on them, in less than 5 years 
it will cost this country $500,000,000,000, 
and probably wreck the economy of the 
world and destroy the civilization that 
we love so well. 
: The 6HAIRMAN . ... The time of -the 
gentleman from Texas.has. expired. -
, All time has expir.ed. 
. The question is on the substitute to 
the first part of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FULTON]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. SMITH of Wis
consin) there were-ayes 132, noes 162. 

So the substitute amendment was 
rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question re
curs on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ·The gentleman will 
state it. · 
· Mr. KENNEDY. Has not that amenq
ment been divided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. We are now considering the 
portion of the amendment that deals 
with the military title. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
may be again read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FULTON: Page 

2, line 22, after section 101 subsection ( 1) 
strike out "$5,028,000,000" and insert 
"$4,828,000,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a. 
division <demanded by Mr. FuLTON) 
there were-ayes 127, noes 166. 

So the first portion of the amend
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now 
is on the substitute offered by the gen
tleman from Wi'sconsin [Mr. SMITH] to 
the second portion of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. FULTON]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. SMITH of Wis
consin) there were-ayes 132, noes 159, 

So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair

man, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chair

. man appointed as tellers Mr. RICHARDS 
and Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. 

1 The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
135, noes 167. 

I So the amendment to the amendment 
l.was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FULTON]. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
be again reported. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read as fallows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FULTON: Sub
section 2, on page 3, line 16, strike out 
"$1,335,-000,000" and insert "$1,035,000,000." 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. FuLTON) there 
were-ayes 144, noes 159. 

Mr. FULTON . . Mr. Chairman, I de~ 
mand tellers. . 
· Telfors were ordered, and. the Chair~ 
inari· appointed as tellers Mr. FULTON· and 
Mr. RICHARDS. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
fellers reported there were-ayes 146, 
noes 149. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Chairman, I off er 

an amendment, which is on the Clerk's 
desk. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEOGH: On page 

3, line 1, after the word "Europe", inser '.; the 
following "including Spain." 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Chairman, one 
could not have listened to the debate to
day without having a consciousness of 
the seriousness of the days through· 
which we are passing, and of the great 
and diligent efforts that have been ex
pended by our great Foreign Affairs 
Committee, on both sides of the aisle. I 
pause, therefore, to pay my humble com
mendation and respects to them and to 
their distinguished chairman for the 
great work that they and he have done 
in behalf of the people of the United 
States and of the world. Their labors 
will be enshrined in the pages of history 
and will be long remembered by the free 
people everywhere. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in the same 
serious vein I offer this amendment 
without any sense of capriciousness nor 
frivolity. I rather do it because you and 
I know that the art of dialectics and geo
politics are such that times come when 
you and I use terms that we well under
stand and which we expect every other 
reasonable man to understand, but to 
which words entirely different meanings 
are imputed. 

We are founding and strengthening 
this program with the hope and the fu
ture of the world. Mr. Chairman, we are 
iL this program seeking to insure the 
safety and the security not only of the 
United States but of the civilized world, 
wherever those countries may be; and 
we who have had any interests in the 
normalizing of relationships between our 
great country and the great and his
toric country that occupies the obviously 
strategic Iberian Peninsula find it in
creasingly difficult as we look at a map 
of the NATO nations, as we look at a 
map of Marshall plan nations, to explain 
to ourselves or to any other reasonable 
man the exclusion of that portion of the 
Continent of Europe. Great strides have 
been made in the normalizing of those 
relationships, strides that I predict will 
inure quickly and permanently to the 

I 
best interests of the United States. But, 
Mr. Chairman, it is not enough for us to 
be told informally that "Europe" means 
"Europe," for only last week in another 
body there was sought to be turned back 
the progress that you and we have made 
in the improving of the relationship be
tween Spain and us. Fortunately, that 
effort did not prevail. So I submit to 
you that this is an opportunity we have 
today, as the elected representatives of 
the people,· to say to the world that we 
are welcoming the friendship, the sup
port, and the cooperation of all those 
countries that have by their history and 
by their tradition displayed a · willing..; 
ness, yea, an eagerness to join with us in 
the liberation and the · continued· free~ 
dam.of the people of the world. 

We do ourselves a great service today 
when we say to those who assume to ad
minister this program without delimit
ing their authority, without narrowing 
their jurisdiction, that by "Europe," Mr. 
Chairman, we mean all of "Europe," and 
I, therefore, urge that the clarifying 
words of this amendment be adopted. 
Our military experts have uniformly em
phasized the strategic importance to our 
military that Spain has offered on nu
merous occasions. They are convinced 
that Spain is necessary and are further 
satisfied that Spain will cooperate with 
us and the rest of Western Europe. I 
trust the amendment-.wm prevail. 
· Mr. DORN. Mr. Chairm-a.n, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEOGH. I yield. 
Mr. DORN. I would like to say to the 

gentleman he is exactly right and that 
Spain does not have any Communist of
ficers in her air force as is the case in 
France. 

Mr. KEOG!-I. I appreciate the gentle
man's contribution. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the pending amendment and all 
amendments thereto close in 25 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the pending amend
ment. • 

Mr. Chairman, this is the kind of 
amendment I do not like to oppose. For 
a long time I have expressed my feeling 
to the House and to my people that I 
think Spain should be integrated into 
the defense plans. I am glad to say that, 
as evidenced by the trip of the late la
mented Admiral Sherman to Spain, a 
closer relationship between the Govern
ments of Spain and the United States is 
developing. I am confident that with
out this amendment Spain will-and 
should-get part of this military aid. As 
a matter of fact, under existing law, the 
President has full authority to transfer 
as much as about $500,000,000 of the 
military funds to Spain and other coun- • 
tries in Europe which may be needed in 
our defense effort. 

Remember, also, Mr. Chairman, that 
by leaving out Spain by name we are not 
discriminating against that country, 
Spain; but if we put in Spain by name, 
we are discriminating against other na
.tions. We are not mentioning it. This 



10260 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE AUGUST 17: 
bill does not specify any recipient na
tion by name. What we want to have in 
this bill is some :flexibility; if each na
tion scheduled to receive· aid under this 
bill is mentioned, it is going to be much 
more difficult to get them to exert the 
effort we would like to have them put 
forth. Other nations are not mentioned 
and Spain should not be mentioned. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS. In spite of the tragic 
death of Admiral Sherman, were we not 
told that the negotiations he had insti
tuted were proceeding as rapidly as pos
sible, in spite of the fact we had no such 
amendment or no such direction? 

Mr. RICHARDS. That is right. 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen

tleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. COOLEY. Is the House to under

stand from the gentleman's remarks, 
then", that Spain will be taken into con
sideration in the administration of this 
bill? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I have no definite 
assurances of that, ·but it is my under
standing that Spain will be taken into 
consideration. I have talked to no mili
tary man who does not want Spain taken 
into this program, and I assure the gen
tleman from North Carolina that so far 
as the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs is concerned he will take 
that attitude. 

Mr. COOLEY. Does the gentleman 
understand that there is language con
tained herein which is comprehensive 
enough to include Spain in the event we 
want to do so? 

Mr. RICHARDS. There is no doubt 
about that. If you will look at section 
408 <c> of the Mutual Defense Assistance 
Act of 1949, as amended by this House 
last year--

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to say, in 
corroboration of what the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VORYS] said, that that 
is true-the tragic passing of Admiral 
Sherman in no wise will delay the nego
tiations now going on with Spain. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
. Mr. RICHARDS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. Is it not true that General 
Marshall told us he thought Spain ought . 
to get aid? . 

Mr. RICHARDS. Yes. 
Mr. JUDD. And did not General 

Bradley say that he thought Spain ought 
to get aid and also General Eisenhower? 
So it is inconceivable that the President 
of the United States will not take their 
-advice and trans! er funds for the aid 1Jf 
Spain. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Yes; and I hope the 
House votes down the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from _ South Carolina has 
expired. 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the t~me of the 

gentleman from South Carolina be ex
tended for 1 minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEOGH. I would like to ask the 

chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs whether I am to understand, as
he has indicated, that the use in line 1, 
on page 3, of the word "Europe" that 
the committee intended that it be Europe 
as we all understand it to be Europe, 
including the Iberian Peninsula and the 
isles off the continent? 

Mr. RICHARDS. Well I will say to the 
gentleman from New York that I can
not tell what the committee understood 
about the language on the page men
tioned. The gentleman from New York 
has worked conscientiously on this ques
tion for a long time. I have been more 
or less in accord with his idea. The only 
thing I can guarantee here is that the 
President does have authority to use 
military funds for Spain, and that all 
of the military people who appeared be
fore our committee said that is what they 
thought ought to be done. 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the amendment. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I submit 

I was recognized on the Keogh amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was vacated 
by the withdrawal of the amendment. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
preferential motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Gaoss moves that the Committee do 

now rise and report the bill, H. R. 5U3, back 
to the House with the recommendation that 
the enacting clause be stricken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion. 

The motion was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. BAILEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BAILEY: Page 4, 

line 8, after the period, insert the following: 
"No part of any appropriation made pursuant 
to the authorization contained in this para
graph, and no part of any unexpended bal
ances of appropriations continued available 
pursuant to the authorization contained in 
this paragraph, shall be allocated to any 
country which permits any of its nationals 
to engage in the manufacture, storage, or 
transportation, for importation into the 
United States in violation of the laws of the 
United States, of any narcotic drug (as de
fined in the first section of the Narcotic 
Drugs Import and Export Act)." 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane to the bill. 

May I be heard on the voint of order, 
Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. JAVITS. I hope the gentleman 

from West Virginia will understand that 
there is not the remotest desire to inter
fere with any substantive thing he wants 
to do about a subject that is close to every 
Member, including myself. But this is 
a· foreign-aid bill directed to a specific 
issue. It is a very late hour, and we are 
all trying to get through with it tonight, 
and I hope, therefore, that the Chair will 
hold in this particular connection that 
this amendment is not germane. I make 
that explanation in deference to my col
league from West Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from West Vir
ginia imposes a limitation and is en
tirely in accord with the provisions of 
the act that it is intended to amend. It 
is, therefore, germane. 

The point of order is overruled. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the 

purpose of this amendment is clear to 
all of my colleagues. It, in no way, lim
its the authorization of H. R. 5113 for 
military aid to Europe under the pro
visions of title 1. It does, however, 
place a definite limitation on the use of 
funds authorized for purely economic aid 
under-the same title 1. 

I have before me an exact transcript 
of section 1 of the Narcotic Drugs Im
port and Export Act: 

That when used in this act-
(a) The term "narcotic drug'' means opi

um, coca leaves, cocaine, isonipecaine, opi
ate, or any salt, derivative, or preparation 
of opium, coca leaves, cocaine, isonipecalne, 
or opiate; and the word "isonipecaine" as 
used herein shall mean any substance iden
tified chemically as 1-methyl-4-phenyl
piperidine-4-carboxylic acid ethyl ester, or 
any salt thereof, by whatever trade name 
designated; and the word "opiate" as used 
herein shall have the same meaning as de
fined' in section 3228 (f) of the Internal 
Revenue Code. 

You are aware of the shocking revela
tion of the extent of this growing men
ace of narcotics to our Nation-particu
larly to our youth-as these facts have 
been revealed in hearings of the Senate 
Crime Investigating Committee. 

You have read these reports in the 
newspapers; you have listened to, or ob
served, radio and television broadcasts 
of these committee hearings which prove 
conclusively the hook-up of this drug 
traffic with an international crime ring 
with its center of activities in Naples, 
Italy, where undercover agents of our 
FBI have definitely traced this illicit 
drug traffic to the activities of "Lucky" 
Luciano, deported former New York 
gangster, now living in Naples. 

I have before me a transcript of the 
testimony of Mr. Harney, Acting Chief 
of the Narcotics Bureau, before the Sen
ate investigating committee this past 
Wednesday, and I read from his testi
mony. The questions are being asked by 
the committee counsel; the answers are 
Mr. Barney's: 

Would you give us an estimate of the 
amount of opium that 1s produced annually 
in the whole world? 

It's about 2,IJ OO tons. 
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Could you now give us an estimate of how 

much of this 2,000 tons is necessary for the 
medicinal requirements of the world? 

About 500 tons. 
In other words, a ratio of 4-to-1, you would 

say? -
Right. 
The actual output of the world is four 

times that of the medicinal requirements of 
the world? 

Yes, sir. 
Would you now tell us what the principal 

sources of opium in the illicit traffic are? 
The principal sources of lllicit traffic in 

the world are Turkey, Iran, Communist 
China, India, and Mexico. 

Have any of these countries actually taken 
steps to prevent production of opium? 

The production in Mexico is prohibited. 
That country has ,made superb efforts to 
destroy clandestine poppy cultivation by 
surveying the growing regions with airplanes 
and destroying the crops, using troops wher
ever necessary. The produ-ction of ·opium 
in China has always been prohibited and it 
ls hoped that in a country where it con
stitutes a grave social danger, there will be 
no legalization of the traffic. 

Could other countries in addition to Mexico 
and China outlaw the production of opium? 
Or, have they taken any steps? 

Well, most of the opium used in the -world 
for medical purposes comes from Turkey, 
Iran, and India. For the P,ast 40 years or 
more these countries have · enjoyed a rich, 
qpium trade but have shown no disposi
tion to cooperate to the extent of limiting 
their opium production to the .tnedical needs 
of the world. Regardless of any world plan 
to limit-production, it is the considered opin
ion of Commissioner Anslinger, United 
States representative on the U. N. ·Narcotic· 
Commission, that· it would be utterly impos
sible for these countries to compel the 
licensed farmers to deliver th(!ir total opium 
crop to the Government monopoly. 

To make this clearer, we've been discuss
ing the growing countries. Those countries 
that grow opium. I understand the conclu
sion of the Bureau of Narcotics to be that 
the growing of opium cannot be completely 
and effectively controlled. Is that correct? 

That's right. Because there is a vast 
leakage in Turkey fi'om the growing farmer 
to lllicit sources, there is a vast ' leakage in 
Iran, which has a tremendous local opium
sm:oking problem. The situation in coun
tries of that type is such tl_lat leakage from 
a legitimate to illicit traffic cannot be 
prevented. 

Mr. Harney, these drugs that have been 
brought in from Italy lately, you consider 
that a temporary situation? · 

Absolutely. The ones that some of the 
witnesses have indicated have come through 
the Luciano gang. 

You think that it's a tempor_ary thing, 
that it can be stopped? Is that correct? 

The Italian Government can control that, 
and undoubtedly will when the machinery 
ls perfected. 

Is the Italian Government working now 
on controlling it? 

They .are. 
Mr. Harney, do you agree with the testi

mony that has previously been given the 
committee that the situation in Italy can be. 
traced to Luciano, or a ·substantial portion 
0f it. I don't, of course, undertake to say 
the percentage, just some portion of it. 

The indications are, and my judgment is, 
that tpat situation ts attributable, in part' 
at least, to Luciano. 

The question you must decide by your 
vote on this amendment is shall we con
tinue to use American tax dollars to 
build up the economy and living stand-: 
ard of the Italian people through our' 
economic aid, and, at the same time, per~,-

mit Italian citizens, whose activities are 
known to their Government, to debauch 
and degrade the American youth through 
the illicit importation of these drugs into 
the United States. There can be but one 
answer and that is the approval of this 
·amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from West Virginia [Mr. BAILEY]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. BAILEY) there 
were-ayes 35, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. · 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
After "United States" line 8, page 3, strike 

period and add: "arid for any selected per
sons who are residing in or escapees from 
the Soviet Union, Poland, Czechoslovakia, 

. Hungary, Rumania, Bµlgaria, Albania, or 
the Communist-dominated areas of Germany 
and Austria, either to form such persons 
into national elements of the military forces 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
or for other purposes, when it is similarly de
termined by the President that such assist
ance is important in the defense of the North 
Atlantic area and of the security of the 
United States." 

Mr. KERSTEN ·of Wisconsin. · Mr. 
Chairman, earlier this afternoon; the 
majority leader made the statement that 
we, and the free world, have to become 
strong, but that eventually the satellite 
countries would have to be liberated. I 
think, unless we arrive at that latter con
Clusion; we have to look forward only to· 
an interminable garrison state for the 
entire world. But in order to give some 
substance to the idea of eventual liber
ation of the satellite countries, we must 
begin to take some steps in that direc
tion, and not merely build up the mili
tary defenses of ourselves and of the 
Western World and create only a world 
military stalemate for many decades. 

The purpose of this measure, calling 
for appropriation of $7,000,000,000, is be
cause of the Soviet threat. That threat 
exists because of the enslavement of the 
satellite states. As long as Eastern Eu
rope is held by Moscow, this threat will 
continue. This measure, and other 
measures that we passed, will mean 

; nothing more than an armaments race. 
So, we must begin to move in the direc
tion of eventual liberation of the eastern 

; nations of Europe. The Achilles' heel of 
: Soviet power in Eastern Europe is the 
'. fact that that power does not have any 
; real basis in the people. There are tens 
of thousands of individuals who would 

· be capable of military service-there are 
tens of thousands of them in Western 

: Europe who came from the eastern Eu
, ropean nations. Think of the great po
: tential for liberty in General Anders• 
army. Apart from the 25,000 that may 
come into the American Army, there is 
, no other way practicable, as yet, in 
~ which these people can be used. 
, Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will 
,the gentleman yield? 

\
. Mr .. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I yield • . 

Mr. MORANO. Are they not now re
'eruiting an army of aliens in Europe 
'. under a law P.assed bY the Congress 
recentiyi 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. It is my 
understanding that they may be re
cruited into the American Army to the 
number of only 25,000. 

Mr. MORANO. Yes, that is what I 
have reference to. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. But, in 
addition to that, it is my idea that all 
such people, and there are m:lny times 
that number, who presently are and in 
the future could be aavilable for the 
eventual liberation of Eastern Europe . . 

Mr. MORANO. Do you mean that 
your amendment will provide another 
army of occupation in addition to the 
ones recruited into the American Army? 
· Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. It will 
permit those individuals to be formed 
into national units. 

Mr. MORANO. Behind the iron 
curtain? 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. No. In 
front of the iron curtain; to be attached 
to the North Atlantic Treaty nations. 

Mr. MORANO. I think that is a good 
idea, and I will support the gentleman's 
amendment. . 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I thank 
the gentleman. The other day I talked 
to a high military officer and he said 
this, that in the event of conflict between 
East and West Europe and Soviet Russia, 
in going back into Czechoslovakia, for 
example, if that became the situation, 
one battalion of Czechs and Slovaks 
would be worth an entire division of 
American, French or British · forces. 
Anyone can see the psychological advan-· 
tage of that situation. We should not 
wait, but we should begin to form such 
organizations now. These people should 
be utilized. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I yield. 
Mr. RICHARDS. I would like to sup

port the gentleman's amendment, but I 
just cannot see it. This is a kind of 

. foreign legion you would set up? 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. That is 

right. 
Mr. RICHARDS. As the forces are 

now set up, will they be. made up of 
national forces? Who is going to ·sup
port this group you are talking about? 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I think 
that part of these funds could be ·used 
for the support of such individuals. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Do you mean Gen
eral Eisenhower? 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. ·I think 
they should be attached to the Amer
ican Army. The very provisions of this 
bill reads: "for the economic unifica
tion of Europe,'' and for the eventual 
"political unification of Europe." These 
people who are in Western Europe but 
whose origin is in Eastern Europe, 
should participate in the defense of 
Western Europe and eventual liberation 
of their homeland. 

Mr. RICHARDS. That could be done 
under existing law if General Eisen
hower thought it should be done, but, 
as a matter of fact, it never has been 
advisable to do that under any military 
man. The only Foreign Legion organi
zations that have ever been successful 
are colonial groups of the home army. , 
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The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MORANO. Is it not true that 

under your amendment these aliens who 
are in Germany, for example, could be 
integrated into a German army? 

. Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Cer
tainly. 

Mr. MORANO. And could be sup
ported by the funds authorized in this 
bill? . 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Cer
tainly. In response to what the chair
man of the committee has said, I would 
like to say this: Just imagine- the United 
States had been taken over by the Com
munists, and there were 100,000 young 
Americans available for military service 
outside the country. What a magnetic 
force that would be for the eventual lib
eration of this country. That same sit
uation exists in Poland, in Hungary, in 
Rumania, and in Bulgaria. Those in
dividuals could be utilized and have some 
kind of insignia, decided upon by NATO, 
and they would have a tremendous psy
chological effect for eventual liberation 
of their countries. Today they are just 
being kicked around Europe. They have 
no status. If they could look forward 
to the eventual liberation of this coun
try, then this entire measure J:ias d~rec
tion and objective. Otherwise, it is 
nothing more than an armarment . race, 
and a building up to a world stalemate 
of military power. 

My amendment contemplates the pos
sibility of aiding the underground or
ganizations that may now exist and may 
come into existence in the future. It 
could give such underground organiza .. 
tions direction so that they would not 
be abortive. 

It gives a major part of the job of the 
liberation of Eastern Eur.ope to the 
eastern Europeans themselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of this very significant 
amendment. It seems to me that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has laid be
for us something of tremendous impor
tance. He called our attention to the 
utilization of a great many people, refu
gees from behind the iron curtain who 
really have something to fight for, the 
freedom of their homelands. 

If you will pardon a personal reference, 
in late 1949 I made a survey of the refu
gees in Western Germany, in all three of 
the western zones of the occupied areas. 
I visited personally numerous camps of 
the refugees. In company with Ameri
can ofiicials, civilian and military, in the 
occupied areas, I interviewed leaders of 
these national groups who had escaped 
from Soviet Russian tyranny. Repeat
edly we heard words of pleading from 
those people that we permit them some 
day to help fight for their own freedom. 

I say to you that this will be a step 
forward in the psychological war that we 
need to wage at the same time that we 
strengthen the sinews of war with tanks, 
guns, planes, that have been stressed in 

the discussion of this bill. In our pursuit 
of strength to oppose communism, we 
have placed too much reliance upon the 
expenditures of money. The fight 
against communism will be won not sim
ply by the expenditure of money but by 
winning the hearts and minds of people 
behind the iron curtain. This is a good 
place to start-with the people behind 
the iron curtain, By this amendment, 
they will be encouraged to come over to 
our side, and fight with us. I really be
lieve that if we encouraged them sum
ciently we could get thousands of them to 
desert and join the forces of freedom. 
The reliance that Joe Stalin is placing 
upon those satellite troops in Hungary, 
Rumania, Bulgaria, Poland, and Eastern 
Germany, would melt away. The very 
heart of his · program would be cut to 
pieces if we pursue this psychological 
warfare vigorously. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield. 
Mr. MORANO. Is it not true that in 

this last war · the free army of Poland 
acquitted themselves splendidly in their 
fight to gain back their homeland when 
they fought in Italy? 

Mr. ~MSTRONG. That is exactly 
right. 

Let me illustrate this matter. Recent .. 
ly my wife and I went to Norfolk to at .. 
tend the Confederate reunion. We met 
on that trip a very charming lady, the 
wife of the distinguished gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. SIEMINSKI]. That 
lady, born of noble blood in Poland, said 
to us: "The people of our country have 
little to look forward to except a third 
world war, unless you give them the as
surance that some day they may help 
fight for their own freedom." I heartily 
agree with that statement. I think we 
should be setting up a legion of freed om. 
Let us not call it a foreign legion. These 
refugees from Soviet domination are not 
foreigners; they belong there; we are the 
foreigners over there. So let us invite 
them to protect themselves and us. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. Are not most of the 

refugees in the three zones of Germany; 
the British, French, and American, of 
German origin? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. No. I did not 
refer to the German ethnics; I ref erred 
to those who have escaped from behind 
the iron curtain. · 

Mr. COOLEY. I was leading up to 
this question: The gentleman said we 
should work them over to our side; does 
the gentleman mean we shall induce 
them to leave their homelands and come 
into Germany for the purpose of joining 
a foreign legion? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Actually I will 
say to the gentleman that I think we 
should do that very thing. I believe we 
should off er this opportunity to them. 

Mr. COOLEY. Would not that ag
gravate the refugee problem in the west
ern zones of Germany? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I mean, of course, 
to encourage only military manpower 
that we could utilize. I remind the gen· 
tleman that every one of the able-bodied 
men could take the place of an Ameri-

can man now be!ng drafted off the farms 
or from the industries of the United 
States. 

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield, having referred to 
my wife? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am happy to 
yield to my friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. SIEMINSKI. My wife, whom the 
gentleman met at Norfolk, was born in 
Poland, was in the 1939 bombing, left 
at the time of the uprising in Warsaw. 
She advised a member of General Bor's 
staff, that Poland was being played as 
a sucker by Molotov and Stalin. I 
am sure there is another part of the story 
the gentleman would like to know. 

They will come over on our side, but 
let us make sure there is not any repe
tition of the Warsaw slaughter; if you 
want them to be with you, be sure you 
have the stuff to protect them with; do 
not do what Stalin and Molotov did in 
1944. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I agree with the 
gentleman, and I thank him for his 
courteous remarks. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word for the 
purpose of asking a few questions of the 
sponsor of this amendment. This is a 
very intriguing and interesting amend
ment, but I was just wondering why the 
gentleman left out certain countries be
hind the iron curtain whose people love 
freedom as much as the countries that 
were named. I ref er specifically to 
Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I certainly think 
they should be included. I thought they 
were included by the general term "So
viet Russia." If they are not, I think 
they should be. · 

Mr. RIBICOFF. In other words, what 
you would be doing if you mentioned 
only the named countries it would be 
construed as excluding the countries not . 
named. Certainly it would be a shock. to 
the people of those countries behind the 
iron curtain; they would feel that for 
some reason we singled them out as not 
worthy of our interest. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. If the 
gentleman will permit, it does name 
every country in Eastern Europe and it 
also names Soviet Russia. Soviet Rus
sia should include Lithuania, Estonia, 
and Latvia, and I think if necessary they 
should be added. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIBICOFF. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. RICHARDS. I am trying to get 
at this amendment. As I understand 
the amendment, it is permissive. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDS. It is not manda

tory? 
Ml'. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. It is not 

mandatory. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Somehow or other 

I believe there is some good in this 
amendment and so far as I am concerned 
I will accept it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIBICOFF. I yield to the gentle
man from Missouri. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. I want to 
ask a question. I believe on page 4 there 
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is provision for people of this descrip
tion. Section 115 (e) of the Economic 
Cooperation Act of 1948, as amended 
says that $30,000,000 of these funds ma1 
be expended for that purpose. Am I 
wrong? Is that not exactly the purpose 
of this amendment? 

Mr. RIBICOFF. No. That section is 
in there at the suggestion of the gentle
man now occupying the chair and is to 
take care of the skilled manpower and 
the surplus population in the various 
countries and allow emigration out of 
those countries. These funds could be 
used for that particular type of emi
gration. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. It is my 
understanding it was for refugees and 
moving the population around. 

Mr. VORYS. If, however, some of 
these displaced persons and refugees 
should choose to go into such organized 
liberation forces as the gentleman from 
Wisconsin has provided in his amend
ment, that would be a good thing and 
would lower the need for the $30,000,000; 
is that not true? 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Absolutely. I have 
.not prepared a substitute, and I am won
dering if the gentleman from Wisconsin 
will ask unanimous consent to have his 
amendment changed .to include these 
other. countries behind the iron curtain. 
I know of the fine work he has done 
and the thought he has given to this 
entire field. I am sure he would be the 
last person who would want to hurt .any 
other people. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I agree 
to that amendment to the amendment 
-so as to include Latvia, Estonia, and 
Lithuania, and other countries behind 
the iron curtain. 

Mr. VORYS. We still recognize-and 
I would like to be corrected if I am 
wrong-Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania 
and it might be well to refer to those 
countries by name. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Specifically. That is 
why I am asking the gentleman to so 
amend his amendment. 

Mr. JAVITS. Will the gentleman ask 
unanimous consent to change it to read 
Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, and any 
other place absorbed by the Soviet 
Union? 

Mr. MORANO. I would like to ask the 
gentleman to include Poland. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Poland 
is in there. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent to include in this amend
ment Latvia, Estonia, and Lithuania, and 
any other country behind the iron cur
tain. 

Mr. DONDERO. That includes China? 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. That 

includes China. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

should put his amendment in the form 
he wants the Committee to vote on it. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
modify my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the amendment as modified. 

1'I'he Clerk read as followsz 
Amendment offered by Mr. KERSTEN of Wis• 

consin1 After "'l!tnited States" line 8, page 8, 
ftrike the period and add1 "and for any se• 
~ected persons who are residing in or escapees 
from the Soviet Union, Poland, Czechoslo· 
vakia, Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria, Albania, 
Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia, or the Com• 
munist-dominated areas of Germany and 
Austria, and any other countries absorbed by 
the Soviet Union, either to form such persons 
into national elements of the military forces 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
or for other purposes, when it is similarly 
determined by the President that such as
sistance is important in the defense of the 
North Atlantic area and of the security of 
the United States." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair

man, I off er an amendment; 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CURTIS of Mis

souri: On page 3, lines 3 and 6, after the 
word "President", in both instances, insert 
tpe following: "with the advice and consent 
of the Senate." 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, some of the Members have thought 
that perhaps this lengthy debate has 

' been unfortunate in possibly giving en-
0 couragement to people in other sections 
of the world because it might show some 
disunity on our part. On the contrary, 
I think this is a most healthy thing that 
we can demonstrate to the world that 
we can debate and go into these matters 
and come up with a firm policy. It 
seems to me what has come out of this 
present debate is the fact that we have 
two enemies: One is Soviet Russia and 
the other is the threat of insolvency of 
our own Nation. On this side of the 
aisle we seem to feel that insolvency is 
the greatest enemy that we face, and I 
happen to agree with that particular po
sition. On the other side I suspect that 
they feel that the greatest enemy is 
Soviet Russia. I think most of us rec~ 
ognize both those enemies, and that we 
must resolutely face not one alone of 
them, but both. · 

I want to make this comment. Gen:. 
eral Eisenhower said this, and this has 
to do with ou~ enemy, Soviet Russia: 

The material, spiritual, technical, and pro
fessional resources available to the free world 
are so overwhelming as compared to what 
the iron-curtain and satellite countries have, 
that it is almost ridiculous for us to be 
talking in terms of fright and hysteria which 
we often do. 

That is. General Eisenhower's ~tate
ment of just a week ago, and I think we 
all ought to bear that in mind when we 
start running the Russian tanks through 
the well of the House in these debates. 

As far as insolvency is concerned, I 
only want to make this comment: We 
are all aware of inflation, and inflation . 
is directly the result. of our approaching 
insolvency, and I submit that that enemy 
is breathing right on our backs. 

As far as my amendment is concerned, 
it is a relatively simple one, although it 
may be controversial. The particular 
provision requires that the President, 
when he determines that he is going to 
give money to another country not un
der the Atlantic Pact, must have the ad
vice and consent of. the Senate. The 

. reason for that is, in my opinion, this 

is a constitutional requirement. If we 
are going to enter into agreement"s with 
another country we are, in effect, enter
ing into a treaty with that particular 
country. It is provided in the Consti
tution that the President can only make 
a treaty with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

Page 24 of this bill sets out the provi
sion for eligibility to any country seek
ing our assistance, and vests this treaty
making power, that used to be and 
should be in the hands of the President 
and the Senate, in the hands of an ad
ministrator. Under the provisions of 
this bill it is the administrator who would 
be making the terms of the treaty with 
any country that has no treaty relations 
with tis such as the Atlantic treaty, 
whether' it is Spain or Yugoslavia or any 
other country. It seems to me that we 
in this Congress must guard our consti
tutional duties and our responsibilities 
jealously. It is for that rea~on that .I 
offer this amendment to provide that if 
the President decides to give money and 
enter into an agreement with a country 
~e shall do it with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. This will further insure, 
as our constitutional forefathers sought 
to provide, that we shall have .a little 
more open diplomacy openly arrived at. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendme~t. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the fi~e 
spirit in which the gentleman offers this 
amendment, but I want to point out its 
possible application to .the matter we 
discussed only a few minutes ago. 

Let us · take the case of Spain. Let 
us take the sit:iation where it was de
cided after the steps and negotiations 
that have been described to include 
Spain. Suppose there were in the otJ:ier 
body a die-hard who was against havmg 
Spain receive aid in response to . the 
military activity. '!'hen you might have 
a filibuster which would prevent some
thing happening which all of us feel 
should happen. 

we are going to hear a little later 
about some of the problems that are ex
clusively those of the Chief E'xecutive, 
the chief of state, and some which are 
not but on this sort of thing, under the 
advlce that he has, as provided later 
in the organizational sections of this bill, · 
we should leave it as it is and certainly 
not drag in for this strictly executive 
and military function the · advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

It might be a wise thing to have the 
advice and consent of the Senate on the 
way a battle is to be fought, or some
thing like that, but the time element 
involved and the complications are such 
that, of course, we would not -think of 
bringing in that cumbersome procedure 
for such a -matter. 

I think this goes far beyond the sort 
of advice and consent that is contem
plated in our Constitution. I do not 
mean that it would be unconstitutional, 
but it is far beyond what our founding 
fathers had in mind when they wanted 
the Senate to have control over the 
appointment of ambassadors and over 
treaties. Therefore, I hope the amend
ment will be defeated. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
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Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. May I say 
that is exactly why our founding fathers 
did put that in the Constitution. If 
this country is going to enter into an 
agreement which is a treaty with an
other sovereign government, be it Spain, 
Yugoslavia, or any other country, our 
forefcthers deemed it wise that the Ex
ecutive not alone be allowed to do that, 
but that he do it with t~e advfoe and 
consent of the Senate. I submit that 
when you go into a treaty like the At
lantic Treaty, that was confirmed by 
the Senate, and the terms under which 
those nations might receive United 
States funds are well defined, a similar 
treaty should apply if you are going to 
make it with Spain. 

Mr. VORYS. As far as treaties are 
concerned, of course the Constitution ap
plies and the advice and consent of the 
Senate will be necessary, but we are talk
ing here about an executive action. For 
instance, in case it is found impossible 
to get Spain in as a member of NATO, 
the treaty organization, the question 
would be whether we would want to bar 
the President from extending · aid to 
Spain until he had secured the advice 
and consent of the Senate in such a 
matter. If he made a treaty, of course 
it would ha_ve to go to the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Will the 
gentleman yield to listen to some lan
guage from the bill? Here are the con
ditions under which a country that will 
receive aid, and that is not under NATO, 
must agree to: I am reading from page 
24, beginning line 20 of the bill: 

Unless the recipient country has agreed 
to join in promoting and maintaining world 
peace and to take such action as m"~ be mu
tually agreed upon to eliminate causes of in
ternational tension. 

I submit those are the broad terms of 
a treaty. 

Mr. VORYS. We have spent a great 
deal of time in former years on this 
:floor debating as to what is a treaty and 
what is an executive agreement. All I 
can say is that if it is a treaty, of course 
you need the advice and consent of the 
Senate. If YO\l have an executive mili
tary agreement you do not, and I do 
not think you should put in that require
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CuRTisJ. , 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. CURTIS of Mis
souri) there were-ayes 45, noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BROWNSON. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BROWNSON: . 

On page 3, line 8 after "United States". 
strike out "In addition." 

And on page 3, line 14 strike out "and to be 
consolidated with" and insert "the unobli
gated balance as of June 30, 1951 will be de
ducted from." 

On page 3, line 23 after "as amended". 
strike out the words "In addition." 

On page 4, line 2 after "1952", strike out 
"and to be considered with" and insert "the 
u~obligated balance as of June 30, 1951 will 
be deducted from." 

Mr. BROWNSON. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment makes a very simple 
change effecting economy at this partic
ular point· in the bill-economy with the 
surgeon's scalpel rather than the hatch
et. Reading in the report of the com
mittee on page 61, I find the following 
statement: 

This bill requests $6,013,000,000 for mili
tary assistance. A sum of this magnitude 
was given the closest scrutiny and required 
most thorough explanations from the wit
nesses, particularly since there was under 
the 1951 military-aid program an estimated 
unobligated balance of $456,000,000. 

That is in the military end of this bill. 
That $456,000,000 is the amount of 
money which has been appropriated, 
and which has been available and which 
it was impossible to spend. Of course, 
we all know that there is a similar 
amount of money, in unobligated bal
ances which exists under the provisions 
of the economic-aid program. I bring 
these points up because there have been 
times in this debate when the gray area 

. between those of us who may bave some 
degree of disagreement, has been some
what neglected and when the propo
nents of the bill have stated rather defi
nitely that every cent of this money must 
be appropriated or the whole program is 
lost. On the other extreme, there are 
those who have advocated absolutely no 
aid and absolutely no military help. I 
plead with _you to look in the area that 
lies somewhere. between these two poles. 
Surely there is a place in between where 
we can find the point that is best for 
the national interest. 
MANY PEOPLE WHO DISREGARD OUR NATIONAL 

INTEREST HOLD DOLLARS TO BE UNIMPORTAN'l' 

I believe it is only fair to .note that we 
are not only spending dollars in this 
program. I tried to do a little quick 
long division, which I trust is correct, to 
illustrate the effect of this bill on the 
workers of our country. Figuring a 40-
hour week at $2 an hour for 52 weeks a 
year, the $7,800,000,000 we are sending 
overseas in this bill represents 1,870,000 
man-years of work. That is exactly 
what we are exporting. We are export
ing the work of American labor which is 
taken from our workers in the form of 
taxation to be exported in this manner. 
In a sense, this ofteri. represents invol
untary servitude, or slavery, because 
there are many in my district who do 
not voluntarily contribute either their 
hours of work or their dollars to the de
gree required in this bill. 

In 1950 we took every fourth dollar 
earned by the American people in taxes 
for Federal, State, and local government. 
In 1951, it is every third dollar-what it 
will be tomorrow depends on the courage 
and the wisdom of this Congress. This 
matter is particularly in the public mind 
since the $7,600,800,000 tax increase 
passed by the House is more than swal
lowed up by this one bill alone. This bill 
will cost my State of Indiana about 
$20,800,000 and will cost my district over 
$3,400,000, as it stands. 

I think it is only fair to point out in 
the taxpayers defense that in the last 
6116 years, from May l, 1945, to June 20. 

.1951. we h~ve collected from our people-

this is collected--from ;our-people in Fed
eral taxes; we have not ·only appropri
ated...:_but we have collected $260,400,-
000,000. . This sum is $12,000,000,000 
more than all of the"taxes which were 
collected from 1789 through June 30, 
1945. In other words, in a little over 

· 6 years our President has collected 
$12,068,000,000 more than all of his 
predecessors, including the late Presi
dent Roosevelt, collected in 156 years. 

There is a happy medium in the na
tional interest. A mean between our 
obligation under our treaties and agree
ments with our allies abroad and our ob
ligation to our own people and our own 
cities and our economic strength. 

I was very interested to read a state
ment from Sir Hartley Shawcross, Chair
man of the British Board of Trade, who 
announced day before yesterday that 
Britain would not abandon trade with 
Eastern Europe. The president of- the 
Board of Trade challenged the United 
States Congress to start making Amer
ican foreign policy in Washington and 
to cease letting it be made in London. 
That is one challenge from one British 
lord that I am happy to accept. 

I ask that in the consideration of this 
bill this committee consider, when it 
comes to the time for recommitting thi$ 
bill, the possibility of easing this load 
on ·the American people as much as it 
can possibly be eased. I ask that this 
committee make it possible for many of 
us who feel that military ald, economic 
aid, and economy are all important to 
our national interest to vote for this bill 
by accepting a reasonable cut· in the 
motion to recommit. 

I have spent 5 years in the military 
service: I have been overseas since the 
European aid program was in operation 
and never once have I seen a military 
operation or an ECA operation that could 
not have been cut 10 percent in funds 
with resulting improvement in the efll
ciency of the operation. 1 

Unfortunately, in this bill, we are not 
dealing in tanks and guns and planes. 
I wish we were, because I would feel 
more secure if the veil of military se
crecy could be lifted so we knew what 
we bought. We are dealing in adminis
tration, too. We are dealing in person
nel. We are dealing in red tape. I 
cannot believe that we cannot effect 
economies in these programs nor can I 
accept the committee figures as sacred, 
inspired, or inviolate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRow:N
soNJ has expired. 

Mr. BROWNSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TITLE II-NEAR EAST AND AFRICA 

SEC. 201. In order to further the purpose 
of this act by continuing to provide military 
assistance to Greece, Turkey, and Iran, there 
are hereby authorized to be appropriated to 
the President for the fiscal year 1952, not to 
exceed $415,000,000 for furnishing assistance 
to Greec~ and Turkey pursuant to the pro-
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visions of .the act of May 22, 1947, as amended 
(22 u. S. C. 1401-1410), and for furnishing 
assistance to Iran pursuant to the provision!i 
of the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 1949, 
as amended (22 U. S. C. 1571-1604). In 
addition, unexpended balances of appropria
tions heretofore made for assistance to 
Greece and Turkey, available for · the fiscal 
year 1951, pursuant to the act of May 22, 
1947, as amended, and for assistance to Iran 
pursuant to the Mutual Defense Assistance 
Act of 19.49, as amended, are hereby au
thorized to be continued available through 
June 30, 1952, and to be consolidated with 
the appropriatio~ authoriZed by this section. 

SEC. 202. Whenever the President deter
mines that such action is essential for the 
purpose of this act, he may provide assist
ance, pursuant to the provisions of .the Mu
tual Defense Assistance Act . of 1949, as 
amended, to any country of the Near East 
area (other than those covered by section 
201) and may utilize not to exceed 10 per
cent of the amount made' available (exclud
ing balances of prior appropriations con:
tinued available) pursuant to section 201 of 
this act: Provided, That any such assistance 
may be furnished only upon determination 
by the President that ( l)" the strategic loca
tion of the recipient country makes it of 
direct importance to the defense_ of the Near 
East area, (2) such assistance is of critical 
importance to the defense of the free nations, 
and· (3) the immediately increased ability 
of the recipient country to defend itself is 
important to the preservation of the peace 
and security of the area . and to the security 
of the United States. 

SEc. 203. In order to_ further the purpose of 
this act in Africa and · the Near: East, there 
are hereby authorized to be appropriated ~o 
.the President, for the fiscal year 1952, not to 

· exceed $175,000,000 for economic and tech
nical assistance in Africa and the Near East 
in areas other than those covered. by sectlon 
103 (a) of the Economic Cooperation Act of 

. 1948, as amended (22 U. S. C. 1502). Funds 
appropriated pursuant to this section shall 
be available under the applicable provisions 
of the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended (22 U. S. C. 1501-~522), and of the 
act for International Development (22 
u. s. c. 1557). 

· Mr. 'KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KENNEDY: Page 

6, line 12, strike out "$175,000,000" and insert 
"$140,000,000." 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment cuts the $175,000,000 to 
$140,000,000. • 

The purpose for the expenditure of 
part of this $175,000,000 according to the 
report of the committee is this: 

What is proposed in our assistance to this 
area is not a solution of the balance-of-pay
ments problem, not an attempt to make over 
existing economies 'and institutions on our 
model, not an attempt to raise markedly the 
standard of living; but rather a series of 
projects, planned and executed by skilled 
technicians and administrators, designed to 

-demonstrate, by action, possibilities for still 
broader development to be conducted by the 
countries themselves. 

I cannot believe that we are going to 
spend this money merely to set an ex
ample to these countries, some of which 
are ruled by an . oligarchy, which they 
might follow in the future themselves. 
I believe in military assistance to this 
area and that it is a good thing, but I 
do not think that we can afford in this 
country to raise the standard of· living 

XCVII-6! 6 

of all the people all over the globe who The Committee again divided; and the 
might be subject to the lure of commu- tellers reported that there were-ayes 
nism because of a low standard of living. 101, noes 141. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the So the amendment was rejected. 
gentleman yield? The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield. SEc. 204. Not to exceed $50,000,000 of the 
Mr. JAVITS. I do not think the funds authorized under section 203 hereof 

gentleman fully understands the situa- may be contributed to the United Nations 
tion. From this $175,000,000 . is to be during the fiscal year 1952, for the purposes, 
deducted the $100,000,000 which is cov"'.' and under the provisions, of the United Na-

5 tions Palestine Refugee Aid Act of 1950 (22 
ered by section 204 and section 20 ~, u. s. c. 1556): Provided, That, whenever the 
which follow. •;; President shall determine that it would more 
· The program is a seventy-five-million- effectively contribu.te to the purposes of the 
'odd-dollars program for that area and said United Nations Palestine Refugee Aid 
·includes, I might tell the gentleman, Act of 1950, he may allocate any part of 
$24,000,000 for Iran which has had a such funds to any agency of the United 
long-standing problem with which the States Government to be utilized in further·-

ance of the purposes of · said ·act: Provided 
'gentleman is familiar, I am sure. We -. furtQ,er, That no amount may be so allo-
find, therefore, that there will be about cated unless it will be credited by the United 
$50,000,000 left to be distributed amongst Nations as part of the United States con
all the nations in that area. I .think tribution to the United Nations Palestine 
that throws a little different light on Refugee Agency. 
the picture. . SEC. 205. In order to assist in the relief 

Mr. KENNEDY. ·1 understand that of refugees coming into Israel, not to ex
. 0 f th· ceed $50,000,000 of the funds authorized 
not more than $100,000,0 0 ° IS under section 203 hereof may be utilized dur-
.money is to be given under sections 204 ·Ing the fiscal year 1952, under such terms 
and 205. I support this expenditure for and conditions as the President may pre

. this purpose-for the settlement ot scribe, for specific refugee relief and reset
refugees -in Israel. But I believe that tlement projects in Israel. 
the remainder of the program is not 
well planned. 

Mr. JAVITS. I think the gentleman 
: will agree with me that it leaves a verf 
modest amount for this program. 

· Mr. KENNEDY. I say it is impossible 
. for us to think of raising the standard of 
living of all the low-standard countries 

. of the world. I believe the funds pro

. vided in section 203 can wen be cut by 
· the amount in my amendment. The 
·cuts can be applied proportionately .to 
'. the , programs affected. 

Therefore, I aek that the House accept 
~ the cut from $175,000,000 to $140,000,000. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

. Mr. Chairman:, as pointed out, the 
$75,000,00.0 is the total sum that is left 

. over· for these technical assistance pro

. grams, and not $175,000,000. It includes 
a proposed $24,000,000 to Iran. We all 
know the strategic importance of Iran to 

. the world today. That leaves approx~
mately $51,000,000 for the remaining 
countries of the Middle East. Strategi
cally the Middle East is the land bridge 
between Europe and Africa, and these 
programs will show the way in one of the 
most backward· areas of the world. If 
we believe in technical assistance, in the 
point 4 program, the least we can do is to 
implement it so as to raise the living 
standards of the people in that area of 
the world. 

I hope the gentleman's amendme~t 
will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. KEN
NEDY]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded l:y Mr. JAVITS) there 
were-ayes 75, noes 85. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. RICHARDS 
and Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
-an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. COOLEY: On . 

page 7, line 9, strike out all of section 205. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

_There was no objection. 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, in pre

senting this amendment, I assure you 
that I am not blinded by any fond par
tiality nor am I p'rompted by sinister 
impulses. No narrow prejudice clouds 
my clear vision or fetters my reason. I 
know something about the great prob- . 
lems here involved and the far-reaching 
ramifications of the decisions which we 
are here about to make. I have con
sidered the matter diligently. I , have 
weighed the facts and circumstances 
impartially and I am led irresistibly to 
the conclusion and to the honest belief 
that our·policy in Palestine has not been 
in the interests of peace. In support of 
my conclusions I need only read to you a 
brief statement from the committee re
P.ort: 

The relationships of the United Nations, 
the United States, and the United Kingdom 

· with the Arab states have been adversely 
· affected by the Palestine confiict. There 
· still remains the opportunity, however, to 

find a basis for understanding and sound 
future relationships with these countries, ' 
once they are convinced that it is our inten
tion to deal impartially with them. 

It is not so much the "Palestine con
flict" which has so adversely affected our 
relationships with the Arab States, .but it 
is our policy and our attitude and our 
conduct which has resulted in a loss of 
prestige and friendship among and with 
the· people of the Arab world. We not 
only recognized the State of Israel, and 
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I certainly had no objection to such rec
ognition, but through the Export-Import 
Bank, a loan of $100,000,000 of Ameri
-can taxpayers' money was made to the 
new State of Israel. We did not make a 
similar loan to either or to all of the 
Arab states. Certainly, a part of the 
$100,000,000 loan has been used by the 
people of Israel in the prosecution of 
their immigration program, and in their 
resettlement program, and certainly a 
part of it has been used in the housing 
and building program. Neither you nor 
I were in any way consulted, and none of 
us had an opportunity to pass upon or 
decide whether or not the loan should be 
made. That, of course, is water over 
the mil1. · Whether the granting of the 
loan was wise or not is not of great.con
cern to us at the moment, but whether 
we make this $50,000,000 grant is a mat
ter of immediate and vital concern to all 
of us. 

I know at least a little about the sad 
situation ln Israel. In the outset I 
want to commend and to congratulate 
the Jewish people upon their magnifi
cent achievements in that far distant 
land of Israel. My first visit to. Tel-Aviv 
and to Palestine was in the spring of 

· 1947; in fact, I was in Bethlehem on 
Easter Sunday morning. The city of 
Tel Aviv is a beautiful monument to the 
ingenuity, to the industry, and to the 
thrift and great determination of the 

·Jewish people. While I commend all of 
' the achievements of the Jewish people, 
I cannot condone any of their acts of 
aggression, nor am I willing to become 
a party to any expansion of territory 
which is to result from violence and 
bloodshed. I have observed conditions, 
and I know whereof I speak. 

I have seen many horrible sights in 
my life; I visted Naudhausen within a 
week after VE-day, and I saw Dachau. 

. I saw the crematories and the dead and 
dying people who had served as Hitler's 
slaves, and I thought all of that was a 

. . , horrible sight. But when they were once 
, liberated, even though they were dying 
of starvation, liberation brought to them 
hope and faith and courage. Last Octo
ber I visited a concentration camp on the 
sand dunes by the hills of Jericho, and 
I know that I saw there the most awful 
sight my eyes have ever seen. There on 
the burning sands of the desert were 
60,000 human beings, helpless and hope
less. They had been driven from their 
farms, their shops and their homes, out 
on the desert to die. At Gaza there were 
over 200,000 poor and helpless souls in 
a similar situation. They were suffer
ing from just about every disease known 
to the human race. They were receiv
ing only slight medical care and atten
tion. They had no homes, no farms, and 
no workshops-they had nothing to do 
but to nurse their woes in hopeless de
spair. For them there was no tomorrow, 
with sparkling waters and green pas
tures. They went to bed at night know
ing that tomorrow would only add to 
their sorrows. 

But for the generosity of this great 
country, all of those homeless and help
less refugees would have died and would 
have been bl4ried beneath the blistering 
sands of the desert. This is only part 
of the story. There are 875,000 Arab 

refugees, and thousands of them in other 
parts of Palestine who do not even have 
shelter, but are forced to live in caves 
in the ground like rats and wild animals, 
and with only meager sustenance. The 
committee's report indicates that we 
should not be partial, and the implica
tion is that the program here provided 
is impartial, but what are the facts? 
Certainly, we have provided generously 
financial aid and .assistance to the State 
of Israel, and some relief, of course, is 
provided for Arab refugees, but the pro
gram here contemplated for the resettle
ment and rehabilitation of refugees cer-· 
tainly is not equal or impartial. 

The program contemplated is one of 
great magnitude. This is only the be
ginning. A large number of Arabs are 
to be resettled in the Sinai Peninsula. 
The plan is to make that part of the 
world blossom and bloom again as it 
did in ancient times, but with the use 
of American money. Only the small sum 
of $200 will be allowed for the resettle
ment of each Arab, whereas, for the re
settlement and rehabilitation of each 
Jewish refugee, $2,800 will be needed. 
This amounts to fourteen thousand 
American dollars for each Jewish family 
of five. In this connection, let me re
mind you of the fact that until August 
14, this Congress had only authorized 
operating loans to American farm ten
ant families for rehabilitation a maxi
·mum loan-not a grant-of only $3,500 
per family, and here you are asked to ap
prove a program which contemplates the 
expenditure of $14,000 per Jewish family 
in that far-away place of Palestine. Per
haps you wonder about the accuracy of 
these figures. The figures are amazing, 
but frankly~ I am afraid they are ac
curate. 

Yesterday I had in my office for a 
conference the following persons from 
the State Department: Mr. Johh D. 
Tomlinson, expert on Palestine refu
gees; Mr. George Warren, adviser on 

· refugees and displaced persons; Mr. 
William L. Sands', Division of Near East
ern A·ffairs on Refugees; Mr. Lawrence 
Dawson, United Nations Affairs Bureau, 
Division of Refugees and Displaced Per
sons; Mr. L. I. Highby, agricultural 
products staff in State Department; Mr. 
C. M. Purves, Department of Agriculture, 
OFAR; and Mr. J. R. Fluker, State De
partment, Office of South Asian Affairs. 

At this conference I obtained current 
and, I assume, accurate information as 
to the matters here involved. With me 
at the time were my colleagues, Con
gressmen WILLIAM ROBERT POAGE, of 
Texas; CLIFFORD HOPE, of Kansas; and 
HENRY TALLE, of Iowa, and each of them 
participated in the discussion. If my 
information is inaccurate, then I chal
lenge any member of the committee to 
give us accurate information. I chal
lenge all the members of the committee 
to give this House one scintilla of evi
dence which contradicts the statements 
which I have made concerning the costs 
involved in resettling and rehabilitating 
Jewish refugees. Frankly, I must con
fess that I was shocked and amazed 
when I was told that it would cost 2,800 
American dollars per person to resettle 
and rehabilitate Jewish refugees. You 

might be interested in knowing some
thing about the number of Jews that 
have been going to Jerusalem. 

In Ap~·il, according to this report, more 
than 30,000 Jews went to Israel. Cer
tainly, some of them were refugees. On 
the other hand, I know that some of 
them went to Israel from all parts of 
the earth merely because they wanted 
to go to the promised land. Certainly 
all of them were not refugees; certainly 
all of them were not persecuted; and 
certainly all of them were not well ad
vised about conditions in Israel. The 
open immigration policy was and is to 
the effect-come one, come all from all 
parts of the earth. We will welcome you 
in Israel. I know that all of them are 
not persecutees or refugees. I saw them 
boarding the planes in Bagdad, 150 
packed into one plane which was built 
to take only so· passengers-they were 
packed in those planes with nothing but 
knapsacks on their backs and they were 
landed at Tel-Aviv Airport only to be
come charges upon the charity of the 
people of this country and upon the 
charity of the people of other parts of 
the world who believe in this movement 
of the Jewish people. 

Israel does not have an agricultural 
back country sufficient to support the 
people who are already there. The State 
of Israel does not have means or money 
to support its people. So why should we 
encourage the policy of come one, come 
all from all parts of the world? 

This great committee of ours appar
ently realizes that we have lost friends
world without end-in the Arab states, 
and here is an effort to regain some of 
our lost friendships and some of our lost 
prestige, but the committee emphasizes 
the fact that we must deal impartially 
in this sad situation. We are dealing 
impartially when we provide $2,800 to 
rehabilitate a Jewish refugee and only 
$200 to rehabilitate those poor, dis
tressed, and discouraged people over 
yonder in Jordan and on the deserts by 
Jericho? 

Mr. Chairman, some of the best 
friends I have in this world are Jews, 
and I have discussed with them the sit
uation which today exists in Palestine. 
When I visited Palestine I visited with 
and was cordially received by the Jews. 
I was also cordially received, and I vis
ited with the Arabs in Old Jerusalem, 
and I had an opportunity to see both 
sides of the picture. It is a deplorable 
situation. In discussing this matter I 
want to make it perfectly plain and crys
tal clear that I do not now have, and 
never have had, the slightest prejudice 
in my heart against any race on this 
earth. I have nothing but compassion 
and sympathy for both Jewish and Arab 
refugees, but I do believe, however, that 
we are dealing with a dangerous situa
tion. To give to the Jews of Israel this 
$50,000,000 might even prove to be dis
astrous to them, since certainly they will 
be encouraged to carry on their program 
of open and unrestricted immigration. 
The . desert sands of Palestine can, of 
course, be made into green pastures and 
fertile fields, but this cannot be accom
plished by the mere waving of a wand, 
nor can it be achieved in a very brief 
space of time. 
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While my heart goes out to the dis

placed persons, to the political perse
cutees, and to the refugees of this world, 
and while I am perfectly willing to be 
generous and charitable, I cannot get 
the consent of my conscience to believe 
sincerely that the program of the people 
of Israel is either right or proper under 
all of the circumstances existing. Why 
cannot these people live in peace, one 
with the other? Why cannot they settle 
their dif!erences and disputes? Why 
cannot they be tolerant one with the 
other, as the people of peace want them 
to be? 

I wish that every Member of this 
House could witness the things 'I have 
seen, and then I am sure that no one of 
you could question my sincerity. If my 
information is inaccurate, if my ob
servations are not compatible with the 
facts, then I am. regretful; but be it said 
to my credit, I have not permitted politi
cal considerations to come into my de
liberations nor to influence my decisions. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS. These 800,000 or what

ever they are, who cannot get back to 
Palestine,· are referred to as Arab refu
gees. 

Mr. COOLEY. That is right. 
Mr. VORYS. The testimony was that 

10,000 of them are Christians. 
Mr. COOLEY. They are Arabs. They 

are Arabs, but they are Christians. The 
point I am making is this. This is a stu
pendous program. Are we going to let 
the world know that they-can bring Jew
ish refugees into Palestine, world with
out end and without limitations and 
without number; and that we are going 
to pay for their rehabilitation at the rate 
of $2,800 per person? It will take the net 
income, or more than the net income 
of the average farm family of this coun
try, to resettle and rehabilitate the fam
ilies of Jewish refugees that go into Pal
estine. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman presents a 

challenge to the sense of fairness, and 
the integrity of honest men. 

Mr. COOLEY. I thank the gentleman. 
I am in dead earnest about this. I saw 
this thing first hand. I know we have 
a burden now that is hanging on us 
heavily, and the question is if we give 
this $50,000,000 to Israel, what is it going 
to be used for? Do you know that they 
have the most ambitious building pro
gram in the city of New Jerusalem that 
you can possibly imagine? They are 
building capitol buildings, and other 
buildings there which would do credit to 
any of the main streets of Washington, 
New York, Boston, or Baltfmore. They 
are going to move the capitol from Tel- : 
Aviv to New Jerusalem. How cai:l they 
spend $2,800 to rehabilitate these Jewish 
refugees except by putting them up in 
high class apartment houses such as they 
are now building? They are bringing 
in the Yemenites. They are bringing 
them in for heavy labor. They are .. 
bringing people in from all parts of the - I 

world. I tell you now, when you cast ·. 
this vote for $50,000,000 for Israel, you , 

are going to lose 50,000,000 friends in the 
world. I doubt if we can ever regain our 
prestige and popularity in that part of 
the world . . If you do not believe it, just 
communicate with some of them. 

Another thing I would like to ask the 
committee to answer on their own time 
is to tell us what you know about the · 
military plans and the military machine 
that is being built in Israel today. I un
derstand that .it is a secret, and that it 
is confidential information, and it is not 
made available to us.. I venture the 
assertion if you put this $50,000,000 into 
Israel blood will flow in the Holy Land 
within 90 days of the time they receive 
the money. If you are going to bring 
about a conflict, we ought to stop, look, 
and listen, as the chairman of the com
mittee says, before we allow the Jews of 
Israel to strengthen their armed forces 
to the point that they can drive hun
dreds of thousands of other poor Arabs 
on the deserts to die and into the lap 
of our own charity. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. HERTER. Will the gentleman be 

kind enough to give us the authority for 
the $2,800 :figure which he cited. 

Mr. COOLEY. I had a conference in 
my office yesterday with people from the 
Department of State who are exper ts on 
the J ewish refugee situat ion, and on the 
situation generally with regard to the 
refugees and with regard to the food 
problem which exists in that part of the 
world, and we received those :figures 
actually from the mouths of ·representa
tives of the Department of State. 

Mr. HERTE"C?i. I think if you · check 
on those :figures you will :find that they 
are not generally applicable in any way 
whatsoever, but they do have to do with 
the aid given reclamation projects, in 
which a certain few individuals were 
being aided and somebody tried to make · 
them applicable to the entire refugee 
problem. 

the availability of land and vv~ter and the 
willingness of neighboring countries to pro
vide a hospitable place of settlement. Pend
ing a final determination of these problems, 
there appears no alternative to measures for 
relief financed in large part by the interna
tional community. 

Last year the United States contributed 
$27,450,000 to the United Nations Relief and 
Works Agency for Palestine Refugees. The 
committee heard testimony from those repre
sentatives of the American Friends Service 
Committee and the Catholic Near East Wel
fare Association, which have been working 
among these people. There is no question in 
the minds of the members that the relief 
programs already undertaken must be con
tinued. But relief is a stopgap measure. 
Only a portion of this sum is planned for that 
purpose. The ba,lance is programed for the 
establishment of permanent settlements for 
the refugees. For that reason the committee 
recommends $50,000,000 for the fiscal year 
1952. . 

I M MIGRATION INTO ISRAEL (SEC. 205) 

The establishment of the State of Israel 
bas resulted in an influx of more than 600,-
000 Jewish refugees. 

According to information placed before 
the committee, there were 101,622 immi
grants between May 14 and December 31, 
1948; in 1949 there were 243,538; in 1950, 
169,831; in the first 4 months of 1951 there 
were 79,719; in April 1951, alone, 30,202 refu
gees came into the country. These immi
grants included most of the remaining Jew
ish displaced persons in Germany, Austria, 

' and Italy. Large numbers came from east
ern Europe. According to the testimony, 
most of what was left of the Jewish commu
nities in Germany, Austria, Belgium, Yugo
slavia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Yemen, Iraq, 
and Cyrenaica have now immigrated to Is
rael. As of May 1, 1951, the committee was 
told, 273,355 or almost half, had come from 
Yemen, Iraq, and other countries in the Near 
East and North Africa. 

·section 205 of the bill, to meet this prob
lem, authorizes the utilization for the re
lief and resettlement of refugees coming into 
Israel of not to exceed $50,000,000 of the 
$175,000,000 authorized for economic and 
technical assistance in Africa and the Near 
East. The President is to prescribe the terms 
and conditions governing the furnishing of 
aid for specific refugee relief and resettle
ment projects in Israel. This amount should 
materially assist in meeting the serious refu
gee problem confronted by the new state. 

Then, will the gentleman kindly ad
vise how there have been resettled in 
the last 3 years in that country over 
800,000 immigrants on that basis? I believe that the Members of this 

Mr. COOLEY. I will asl.: the gentle- House know that I have supported every 
man, Did the E'tate Department, with foreign-aid program. I am certain that 
all of its experts, recommend this ac- most of the Members of this House know 
tion? No. that I was a member of a special commit-

Since the state Department definitely tee appointed by the Speaker of the 
did not recommend this gift of $50,000,- Eightieth Congress, our beloved col-
000 to Israel, and since apparently no league, the distinguished Republican, 
other agency in the executive branch of JOE MARTIN, and that that committee 
the Government recommended it, nat- studied the economic problems of the 
urally we should wonder why it was countries which received aid from the 
included in this bill. For your inf orma- Marshall plan. I was for the Marshall 
tion, I would like to read a little more plan, the British loan, the loan to Turkey 
from the report: and Greece-yes, and I was in favor of 

THE ARAB REFUGEES csEc. 204 > the point 4 program, and just about every 
foreign _ aid and assistance program 

Some 875,000 Arab refugees from Palestine d d I Id 
remain in a precarious condition. These which has been propose , an wou 
unsettled people constitute the main source be in favor of giving $50,000,000 to Israel 
of unrest in the area and the principal ob- if I thought it was in the interests of 
stacle to peace between Israel and the Arab peace. Let us face this situation objec- . 
states. Failure to provide for them would tively and realistically, and in viewing it 
result in most serious consequences. · " let us be free from political persuasion. 

The United Nations has initiated steps :· The Jews in Israel are moving too fast. 
looking toward a resettlement of many of .'.· While we may wish them well, let us be 
them. About 60 percent have a rural back- ;, reasonable and prevail upon them to be 
ground; it may therefore be estimated that · 
about 500000 will have to be resettled on the tolerant, and let us let them know that 
land. That solution is dependent, however, we cannot, either in the name of human-· 
on a number of fact_?rs, amo~g which are-... ity or in the cause of defense, underwrite 
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the ambitious program upon which they are to prove ourselves impartial, as the 
have embarked. Mr. Chairman, I hope gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
that this amendment will be adopted, CooLEY] wants us to be-and I suggested 
but even i~ it is not adopted, I am con· some of the language in the report to 
strained to vote for this bill on final pass- which he referred-it seemed to me a 
age. The time of the gentleman from reasonable contribution by us would be 
North Carolina has expired. $50,000,000 for the Jewish refugees to 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in roughly balance that for the Arab refu-
opposition to the amendment. gees. 

Section 205 in the bill was my amend- There was already in the bill $23,500,-
ment offered in committee and adopted 000 for economic aid to Israel. There 
by a substantial majority. I accept full was $23,500,000 for economic aid to the 
responsibility for it. There are fairly six or seven Arab countries. The bill in 
simple reasons why I believe we should its present form provides $50,000,000 for 
authorize this sum for aid to refugees the 800,000 Arab refugees; and $50,000,
coming into Israel. But, I think the 000 for specific refugee relief and reset
United States is as responsible as any tlement projects in Israel, to help take 
country in the United Nations for the care of the more than 600,000 who have 
partition of Palestine. Whatever the already come to Israel and those who are 
reasons that motivated our Government, coming at a rate as high as 30,000 a 
it took the lead, and it strongly pressured month. I believe we should keep the bill 
others to vote for the partition. · That as it is. 
led to some 800,000 Arab refugees from Where are these people going to go 
Israel. Some say they left voluntarily. if not to Palestine? I commend the 
Some say they were driven out. Some young Republic of Israel for sticking to 
say they left to escape the fighting which its declared principles of maintaining a 
took place. In any case, there are more haven for refugees no matter how great 
than 800,000 Arab refugees. the burden. Its population was doubled 

Our committee last year sponsored a in the first 3 years of its life. It is 
bill for $27,500,000 to help the United now about 1,200,000, and it probably will 
Nations to take care of these Lrab refu.. have 50 percent more added by 1954. 
gees. Much of the aid has been adminis- Most of its founders had themselves been 
tered by American church and charitable the victims of persecution, and they are 
organizations, such as the American so committed to providing asylum for 
Friends Service Committee and the Cath- refugees who understandably seek to es
olic Welfare Counsel. There is $50,000,- cape the memories of murder and tor-
000 in this bill to continue that work. I ture in Europe or persecution elsewhere, 
hope we can make greater headway in that despite the obvious difficulties and 
getting them resettled and restored to problems · involved in trying to absorb 
normal life. Then the Arabs began to such rapid increases from the outside, 
demonstrate they had pressures which they are faithfully adhering to their 
they could exert. One was oil, which open immigration policy. That means 
they are using as their weapon against taking thousands of refugees who have 
the west in Iran. Another was closure TB; thousands who are aged; it lets 
of the Suez Canal to ships to Israel ports. in the halt, the maimed, and the blind. 
No oil can come through from the Per- These people are not an economic asset; 
sian Gulf to the refineries along the they are .an economic liability to the 
Mediterranean shores of Palestine. country; they increase its burdens and 

A third measure was pressure on Jews cannot contribute much, if anything to 
living in Arab countries, where there its production, but they are being taken 
have been large Jewish populations for in. I commend the republic for it and 
centuries. As a result some 50,000 Jews believe we should help these refugees as 
fied from Yemen to Aden and then were we are helping the Arabs. 
transported to Israel by air. Not a single But, in my judgment the major rea
Jew remains in Yemen where they had son why we should provide this author
lived for tens of centuries. In Iraq, there ization in this bill is not humanitarian
have been Jews since the days of Nebu- ism; it is concern for keeping peace in · 
chadnezzar. After the captivity in Baby.. this region. The most explosive area 
Ion, most of the ancient Hebrews went in the world right now is the Near East. 
back to Palestine, but a good many This' is the spot where the Russians have 
stayed, and they have been there ever the best chance to do the most damage to 
since. In the spring of last year the Iraq the security of the United States of any 
Government gave the Jews 12 months in of the four regions, Latin American, Eu
which to leave. It was later extended by rope, the Middle East, and the Far East, 
60 days and more than 100,000 have fled with which the bill deals. If we are not 
to Palestine. impartial, if we do not help both Israel 

The same sort of emigration has taken and the Arabs with their economic prob
place from Egypt, and Arab countries of lems and their refugee problems with 
North Africa. It has now started in Iran sound, rational plans, we are indeed 
and it is expected 60,000 will try to get to playing with fire. 
Israel within a year, some of them having Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
fied to Iran from Iraq. More than 600,- gentleman yield? 
000 refugees have come to Israel in the Mr. JUDD. I yield. 
last 3 years, almost half from the Mr. COOLEY. How can the gentle-
Arab countries and the rest from the man say we are being impartial? The 
ghettos and DP camps of Europe. gentleman knows there were 875,000 Arab 
· This bill as proposed by the adminis- : refugees and you are allowing $50,000,
tration provided $50,000,000 for assist- · 000 for that situation. There were 600,
ance to the 800,000 Arab · refugees from 000 Jewish refugees and you are allow
Palestine. What about the Jewish refu- 50 plus 23.5 for Israel. 
_gees from the Arab countries? If we c~. Mr. JUDD. No. 

Mr. COOLEY. Yes. How can you say 
that is fair when the Israelis are getting 
$73,500,000? . \ 

Mr. JUDD. The $23 ,500,000 and the 
$50,000,000 are for different problems 
and different purposes. We are talking 
about the refugee problem, and the bill 
provides $50,000,000 for each group of 
refugees ; the Jewish group will be the . 
larger within about a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Minnesota may proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the · gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JUDD. I did not seek this extra 

time, but I am glad to have it to try to 
explain the point so we can know what 
we are doing. 

Mr. COOLEY. I will just say this: It 
is all right for the people of Palestine to 
want to have open immigration; but I 
say that they ought to slow it down; they 
ought not to step it up to 30,000 a month 
at our expense and expect us to bear the 
burden. · 

Mr. JUDD. They were taking up to 
30,000 a month last spring because those 
were people coming largely from Iraq 
before the deadline there. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? · 

Mr. JUDD. ·Certainly I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. I stood in Iraq and 

Iran and I asked our own Embassy peo
ple there if these people were being 
forced · out and driven out and carried 
out. I found they were not under the 
slightest pressure; they were going out 
of their own accord. There were Jews 
there to see Jews off on the planes; there 
was a regular holiday atmosphere. 

Mr. JUDD. There was a fixed date by 
which time they had to be out of the 
country if they were leaving. You will 
find that in the early stages the refugees 
were largely Jews from Europe. Some 
wanted to go to Palestine to help build 
up Zion. Others were just seeking to 
escape Europe. But the great bulk of 
the refugees in recent months has been 
from the Arab countries. Almost all of 
the Jewish refugees and DP's in Ger
many, Austria, and Italy have been re
moved already. There are still Jewish 
communities, particularly in Rumania, 
Hungary, Poland, and Russia, whose 
members are seeking to go to Palestine; 
and, actually, from the standpoint of 
money involved, helping with refugees 
in Israel rather than providing for them 
in DP camps, will cost less than we have 
been putting into the refugee problem 
through the IRO, something like $70,-
000,000 a year. That will not be needed 
after this year. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield again? 

Mr. JUDD. I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. Does not the gentle

man know that even in the DP camps 
of Europe, in Germany and other places 
that the Jewish refugees in those camps 
even if they are given an opportunity to 
come to this great country of ours still 
prefer to go to Palestine?, 
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Mr. JUDD. I know that some have 

felt that way; but there were may others 
who h~ve not felt that way. As I recall 
more than 50,000 came to the United 
States. I wonder if our Government 
would have accepted more. 

Mr. COOLEY. And they were people 
with no agricultural or cultural back
ground, yet they went to build up the 
population of the cities of Israel. 

Mr. JUDD. There is one considera
tion the gentleman tends to overlook, I 
believe. We recognize frankly that this 
is primarily a power politics bill because 
we live in a power politics world. The 
Arab countries are not yet well organ
ized or united; and they do not have 
emcient military establishments. We 
know that the young country, Israel, 
does have a tough and efficient army. It 
has demonstrated its military capacity 
in ways that I regret, but it has never
theless proved its ability to fight; and 
it has the only trained army there is in 
the whole Middle East except Turkey's. 
And look at the military as well as eco
nomic aid we have given to Turkey. 
What are you going to rely on, I ask the 
gentleman, to try to stop the forces ot 
disintegration and ruin which are oper
ating or threatening in that part of the 
world? I do not think that this ought to 
be the major reason for this. grant for 
refugees, but it is a reason. 

In my book the most urgent reason for 
this assistance is to try to quiet this area. 
There is more dynamite lying around 
loose there waiting to be touched off and 
blow the whole place to smithereens, 
than anywhere I know. Let unrest in-

. crea$e, passions build up, fighting break 
out due to troubles within or between 
states, and the Soviets will have the 
Middle East, strategic crossroads of the 
Eastern Hemisphere. containing half the 
known reserves of oil in the world. They 
will be able tb split East from West and 
seize the bridge across to Africa on 
which we are dependent for so much o! 
our atomic as well as other strategic ma
terials. Then indeed we will be in 
trouble . . In my judgment, Mr. Chair
man, the best and most useful thing we 
can 'do here is to keep this bill with a 
balance of both equal economic aid, and 
equal refugee aid to the two sides in . 
order to help quiet the area down at a 
time when otherwise it is likely to ex
plode. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUDD. I yield to the gentleman 
from No:t:th Carolina. 

Mr. COOLEY. If you cannot even let 
an airplane go from the Jewish territory 
to the Arab territory, how could you ex
pect to utilize the strategic army of 
Palestine to resist communism beyond 
the Iranian border? You could not drive 
them across, you could not get them 
across the Arab territory to fight an inch. 

Mr. JUDD. No one visualizes the Pal
estine army fighting to defend Iran. But 
if there is peace in the area and then 
there should be a threat coming down 
from the north, I think there would be 
a greater effort on the part of the Arabs 
to resist it ·than exists today_. We are 
having trouble in Iran over oil and na
tional prestige. Although the Iranian 

Government insists on the nationaliza
tion of the big oil companies, the Iran
ians, outside of the Communists, are not 
primarily as basically anti-American or 
anti-English or pro-Russian. Quite the 
contrary. They know that for centuries 
their historic enemy has been not Eng
land or America but the Russian Bear to 
the north. If we can get the quiet ten
sion relaxed within the area, we can ex
pect that the Iranian and Arab strength 
as well as Israel's will not be aimed so 
much at each other as they are today; 
they will be aimed where they ought to 
be, against that one enemy which would 
overthrow them all if given the oppar
tunity. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JUDD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. PICKETT. With all this fine 
army we have in Israel, whose side are 
they going to :fight on? If the gentle
man says ours. how does he know? 

Mr. JUDD. They will fight on the side 
of their freedom, not on the side of los
ing their newly won freedom to Russia; 
and as I said this afternoon, that is what 
serves our interests too. The key thing 
from the standpoint of our security is not 
that they be pledged to fight for us, but 
that they remain free. 

So, because our Government helped 
produce both refugee- problems in the 
Near Ea.st and the human need is great, 
because the cost is no greater than it 
would be to provide for the same refugees· 
in Europe if Israel had not taken them, 
because it is of vital importance to the 
peace of the world and our own security 
to help both sides impartially in this ex
plosive area and get it quieted down in 
order to concentrate on the real enemy 
of all free peoples, I urge that the 
amendment to strike out the section be 
voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment, and all amend_. 
ments thereto. close in 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCOllfACK). 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Ch~irman, I 
hope the amendment oftered by the gen
tleman from North Carolina will be de
feated. This particular matter has been 
very carefully gone into by the Commit
tee on Foreign .A11airs. 

I know something of the history of it 
and I know that the provisions of the 
bill, with equality of consideration in re
lation to the refugees, the Jews and the 
Arabs, have been given very profound 
consideration, not only by the commit
tee but by responsible officials outside of 
the committee and by responsible Mem
bers of the House on both sides of the 
aisle who are not members of the com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. I know that 
because I had considerable to do in con
nection with some of the aspects of the 
bill which b1;ought about the resolution 

that the committee agreed upon and as 
expressed by the committee in the pro
visions under consideration. 

We must realize that the Near East, 
as the gentleman from Minnesota said, 
is a very dangerous spat. The tension 
there is very keen. As a matter of fact, 
we have got to realize that the Nation 
of Israel, without saying that we could 
not rely upon others, is one nation in 
the Near East that in case of a crisis we 
could rely upon. The institution of gov
ernment of this new nation is essentially 
along the lines of our institution of gov
ernment. The gentleman from Minne
sota ref erred to the vast part played by 
the United States in the formation of 
this new nation. Both the Republican 
Party and the Democratic Party in their 
1944 platforms pledged support to this 
nation. I was chairman of the resolu
tions committee of the Democratic Na
tional Convention, and one of our planks 
was that the Democratic Party pledged 
itself to a free and independent Jewish 
commonwealth in Palestine, and in the 
same year the Republican Party in their 
convention adopted a similar plank. We 
must remember that 6,000,000 Jews, 
human beings, were exterminated by 
Bitler during the last war. I do not 
consider racial origin in my considera
tion of a fellow man, nor do I consider 
what a man's color is in forming my 
opinion about my fellow men. Their 
color and racial origin is a matter of 
their birth and their religion is a matter 
of their conscience. What appeals to 
me is the mind of a person, a nice mind, 
a nice person. 11 there is one case where 
there is justification for this authoriza
tion, it is in the case of the infant nation 
of Israel, and I hope the amendment 
will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN . . The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FiJI.TON J. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, as you 
know I am one of those Members that 
has looked at the current bill and tried 
to cut it where I thought it should be in' 
title I. The small amount provided for; 
the Near East should not be cut, and it 
has been my view that this is the place 
where the bill should be increased. I re- 1 

member when the general officers of the 
Department of Defense of this country 
came up before our committee, they said 
'that it would be extremely hard to hold 
Europe unless the free world could hold. 
this lower flank of the Near East. We 
know that this area is the explosive place 
in the world. We know that the oil pro- i 
duction of both the free world and the 

1 

iron curtain countries is centered there, 
and we know that we in the United States 
vitally need friends in that area. 

Israel has been a good friend of ours. 
She has democratic traditions, and will 
stand up against oppressors of any kind. 
When you say "why are the refugees go
ing to Israel?" we should listen to this: 
Poland's prewar Jewish population of 
3,250,000 was reduced to 80,000 by 1945. 
In Eastern Europe 800,000 Jews remain 
of a population of 5,000,000. These ref
ugees know persecution. The Govern
ment of Greece itself has spent $150,000,- ' 
000 in 1950 on resettling these immi- 1 

grants, many of whom are former dis-
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placed persons from IRO camps. Six great cultural and ethical contributions 
hundred forty-two thousand five hun- . they made to what we choose to call 
dred and sixty-three refugees have come ·civilization. All of this despite the fact 
to Israel in the period from May 15, 1948, that wherever they settled their char
to June 30, 1951, and another 600,000 itable nature was manifested by the erec
refugees are expected because of persecu- tion of hospitals for the poor, homes 
ti on, unsettled conditions, and antago- for the aged, infirm, and parentless. 
nisms. If there are 1,200,000 refugees as Everywhere they have given of their time, 
the total already in sight, it certainly is effort, and money for the erection and 
not costing any figure like $2,500 a per- maintenance of institutions that could 
son to resettle them. Such an estimate be used for the alleviating of the ills of 
is clearly erroneous. all of God;s children, irrespective of 

Do not forget that there is an Israel faith, creed, or color. 
army that is good. It has approximately Going through a 20 centuries' vale 
100,000 experienced men in it, and they of tears it was most natural that they 
are good fighters. For the defense of our should yearn, hope, and seek for a home
country and our legitimate interests, as land of their own; a place that · would 
well as excellent humanitarian reasons, provide them with the security for which 
I want to have Israel on our side as a they longed; a place where they could 
loyal ally and partner with the free revitalize their ancient traditions. 
world. Let us be friendly with all of the The homeland has been founded. The 
countries in the Near East, and help their traditions are once again being estab
people progress. Let us treat them with lished but it is surrounded by elements 
even-handed justice and show that we that are unfriendly. Too, it has been 
can be cooperative with governments founded at a time when the world is see
who will move toward progress, democ- ing its greatest unrest. These people 
racy, and freedom. Let us help this and this new land need our help: We 
country of Israel develop-she has made too were once weak and needed friends. 
tremendous strides and has a great fu- Let ill; now extend the hand of brother
ture ahead. hood to this young nation. Give them 

I might comment on the attitude of our help and they will not fail to em
Iran, because that. question was raised brace our democratic principles and thus 
here. On July 7, 1951, Iran closed its make their contribution to the dignity 
consulate in Israel because of the nation- of mankind. 
alist and extremist trouble at home. The My time is almost expired. If you do 
Arab News Agency recently has indicated not care to look at this as a moral issue 
from Damascus there would be further and desire to keep it on a political plane 
trouble, that Iran was considering the let me leave you with this thought. This 
compulsory repatriation of all her Jews young nation is situated at the most 
to Israel. This would cause the exodus dangerous crossroad in the world. Here 
of the 80,000 Jews now living in Iran. the future course of civilization· may be 
Israel needs help in. her valiant struggle decided. Politically it is to our advan
with her refugee problems and needs it tage to help these people. It is there 
now. I strongly oppose the cut proposed that we may soon need help and friends. 
in this amendment. Stop and think. Are we again going to 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- give too little and too late? 
nizes the gentleman from New York The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
[Mr. O'TooLEJ. nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, it is RoosEVELT]. 
very difficult for me in the prescribed Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, let 
time at my disposal to express the in- me answer briefly two items that have 
tensity of my opposition to the amend- been mentioned by my very good friend 
ment that is now being considered. from North Carolina: First of all, this 

The discussion up to this minute has question of the $2,800 per person. The 
all been on the political aspects of the actual figures are that the refugees, 
legislation. Might it not be wise to look some 700,000 of them that .have come 
into the moral aspects? Most of us who into Israel in the last 4 years, have had 
are Members of the Congress profess the all their transportation paid, have had · 
Christian faith. How then can we forget all of their health requirements, and 
the continuity from Judaism to Chris- 'they were extensive, paid for, and have 
tianity? Does not our moral law and had their initial clothing given them, 
ethical concepts come to us on a direct and have been fed and sustained. They 
line of descent from Abraham, Isaac, passed through the camps in Marseilles 
Jacob, ~oses, and David? Did not ~ur . and other parts of Europe. They passed 
o~n Savior select to _be bor~ of the Jewish r. through the reception camps in Israel. 
faith and of a Jewish maiden? : ~ Their food, their clothing, their trans-

Should we now forget that for 2 .. 000 ,~ portation, their medical care were paid 
years those who have professed Judaism ; for. They have been resettled and 
haye been humbled and persecuted? ·· started out on a new life of freedom and 
Driven from land to land, country. to · dignity in Israel, and it has cost about 
country. Oceans, de~erts, o_r mountams . $300 a person. 1 do not know where my 
offered them ~o secunt~. History recalls ~f friend from North Carolina got this 
the slaughtermg of th~Ir you~g a~d ag~d. _:-: $2 800 figure 
They have seen their family llfe dis- ' · . 
rupted and nearly destroyed. Education . Mr; COOLEY. ~ill th~ gentleman 
and financial independence were kept yield· Let me tell him agam. 
beyond their reach. Their sacred houses • Mr. ROOSEVELT. He says from 
of worship were defamed and they them- somebody in the State Department. But 
selves caluminated. All of the.se miseries I can only say that in talking to the 
and oppressions were visited upon them ·State Department for many years over 
!~ _every land they reached despite the _._ this problem and knowing a good deal 

about it, because I have visited this coun
try, and have been interested in this 
problem for a long . time as all human
itarian Americans nave been, I have 
never heard this $2,800 figure once men
tioned. 

On the question of housing, the fancy 
apartments the gentleman refers to, I 
have seen these new fancy apartments. 
They are made out of cement blocks that 
are manufactured in Israel. They are 
one-room-per-family apartments, with 
a corner set aside as a kitchenette and 
one bathroom that is shared by a lot 
of other people. That is the kind of 
fancy apartment the gentleman opposes, 
but I do not think you could ask decent 
people_to live in much less than that. 

The CHAIRMA1\·. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Mr. BONNER]. . 

Mr. BONN:i<..:R. Mr. Chairman, it was 
the greatest disappointment of my life 
when I visited Tel-Aviv in Jerusalem. 
I have never seen a11ything more dis
tressing. I do not know who originated 
the idea of bringing all these people into 
Israeli. It is a barren country, and it 
is a desolate-looking country. I rode 
from Tel-Aviv to Jerusalem. I visi~ed 
with both armies. We had to get a spe
cial permit to do so. I listened to the 
people in Tel-Aviv, and listened to the 
Arabs talk. There is a situation there 
that will go on, and those that have 
spoken here today about explosions will 
sec an explosion. There is going to be 
an explosion. The Jewish people would 
have never been successful there without 
the aid of arms which were carried into 
that country in some manner from these 
United States. They will perish should 
the generosity of the Jewish people in 
America cease, and the contributions of 
the United States Government stop. I 
listened to the fancy programs of bring
ing that country into fertile fields and 
blossom. I saw the fields. I saw the 
olive groves ~,nd the farms from which 
the Arabs were driven laying in waste 
with the trees dying and the fields un
tilled. It is a sad condition. I have the 
greatest sympathy in the world for all 
races of people, but whoever brought this 
situation into being, will some c1.ay regret· 
it. As I say, there is going to be a ter
rible explosion. The people in the Arab 
country tell you, and they tell you 
frankly, they will never forget and that 
some day vengeance will be theirs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
JAVITSJ. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, the ref
ugees in Israel resulted, I would like to 
state from the bestiality and brutality 
of the Hitler era in Europe, and now also 
from blindness and fanaticism among a 
few Arab leaders in the Near East. That 
is the tragic fact. But that towering in
justice does not mean we, ourselves, 
should inflict further injustice and deny 
to these same people an opportunity to 
gain sanctuary. 

Mr. BONNER. Will the gentleman 
yield? Did the gentleman address his 
remarks to .me? 

Mr. JAVITS. My remarks were not 
directed to the gentleman in any per
sonal way at all. · 
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Mr. BONNER. Since the gentleman 

addressed his remarks to me, I say that 
when you take this step, then be pre
pared to go on for years to come to fur
nish arms, supplies and ammunition to 
support those people. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, the 
people of Israel have shown from the 
early days when they fought alone with 
rifles that they were able to defeat ag
gressors who sought to drive them into 
the sea. 

Now the analogy in respect of the 
hard core of defense that is Israel, can 
be very exactly drawn with Greece. 
Greece was the hard core of resistance 
to the Communist drive in the Balkans 
despite the fact that she had 7,000,000 
people as against 35,000,000 other peo
ples in the Balkans. That showed their 
military capacity and their spirit. They 
need help but they are self-reliant. 

Those were the people who were de
termined for freedom. Their small 
population, just as Israel's relative 
population to the Arab states, was 
enough because of thet.· capacity and 
spirit. The same is true in Israel. They 
are the people who are determined for 
freedom. Therefore, in the fundamen
tal strategic interest of the United 
States, this is the hard core of resistance 
in that area of the world. 

The proponent of this amendment 
said something about the fact that Israel 
will now be dependent upon the United 
States Government's generosity. The 
ge_ntleman knows, and I think every 
Member knows, that the greatest drive 
for fund-raising that has probably ever 
been carried on by any organiz~tion of 
private citizens has been carried on 
among the Jewish people of the United 
States, who have raised hundreds of 
millions of dollars to aid in Israel. 
These drives have been going on and 
are being continued. But the problem is 
just too big even for that kind of scrap
ing of the bottom of the barrel which 
they have done. 

Someone asked if the Israeli Army 
would fight on our side. Our military 
people have given the best answer to 
that. Right now there are a consider
able number of Israeli officers training 
in military schools in the United States. 
Do you think our military people would 
permit that for a minute if they did 
not have confidence that this new State 
of Israel was indeed an arm of the 
defense of freedom in that area of the 
world? 

We ·are dealing with both Arab and 
Jewish refugees in this bill and the 
treatment of both grave problems is 
even handed. The great need of the 
Near East is a firm peace and common 
efforts at economic progress. Israel, as 
the Arab States, is a part of the Near 
East and its future is bound to the future 
of that area. It is these common objec
tives which the bill is designed to serve. 

I ask that the House defeat this 
amenQme~t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] 
is recognized. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, on this 
matter of international justice, let me 

give you a little arithmetic. There are 
four titles in this bill. The per capita 
economic aid for title I, Europe, was 
$7.22, as proposed by the administration. 
That has been cut to about $6. They 
are to provide military production out 
of that. 

In title II, Near East and Africa the 
per capita aid proposed was $1.03. In 
title III, Asia and Pacific, 69 cents; and 
title IV, American Republics, 16 cents 
per capita. 

In the name of equal justice, here is 
what is in the committee bill. The Arabs 
got $73,500,000. That is $1.90 per 
capita. The Jews get $73,500,000. That . 
is $52.50 per capita. When we ref er 
to refugees, let us remember that all 
the people in this area are generally 
Semitic in origin. The term "Arab" is 
a loosely used term. Jew is not the 
name of a race. Judaism is a religion. 
That is why I referred to the fact that 
of these eight or nine hundred thou
sand who cannot go back to their homes 
in Palestine, and are therefore refugees, 
all are not Arab Moslems, but 100,000 
of them, according to testimony before 
our committee, were Christians. 

So let us "bear in mind as we look at · 
this world-wide picture the per capita 
economic aid we are rendering, and see 
whether it is 50-50 to render to one 
group $1.90 per capita and to the other 
$52.50 per capita, and see whether that 
is the way to obtain peace and justice 
in that area. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as 
he may desire to my colleague the gen
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HERTER]. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to this amendment, and I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re .. 
marks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I am 

opposed to this amendment for a number 
of reasons, some of which have been elo
quently stated by my colleagues_on the 
:floor of the House during the course of 
this debate. As I indicated early in the 
debate, I was amazed that the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. CooLEYl 
should have used a figure with respect to 
the settlement of immigrants in Israel 
which I cannot reconcile with any infor
mation received by the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. I therefore hope that no one 
will be influenced by the use of that fig
ure. 

In my opinion; the State of Israel has 
done an extraordinary administrative 
job in setting up a new country in a small 
area of land with very limited natural 
resources. In recent months, the eco
nomic pressures on Israel have been tre
mendous, not alone because of the prob
lems inherent in the establishment of 
any new nation whose revenues must of 
necessity be very ·small until such time 
as the country has built up its industry 
but, likewise, because of the great pres
sure of immigration. Since Israel's pol
icy has been to keep her doors open to all 
of the Jewish faith who wish to settle 
there, she has been pledged to take with
in her borders the many refugees who, in 

recent months have left, often precipi
tantly, Yemen, Iran, Iraq, and other 
Arab states. It is to help with this strain 
on the immigration problem of Israel 
that the committee voted the amount 
which appears in the bill. 

Together with a number of my col
leagues, I endorsed a bill for a larger 
amount of economic aid for Israelat this 
time. However, the amount provided for 
in the committee bill will be of treme:n
dous help to Israel in meeting its very 
serious problem. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
W~sconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I am 

against the amendment that would cut 
down the aid to Israel. 

It is necessary for America and the 
free world to have a strong friend in 
the eastern Mediterranean. The bond 
between Israel and America should be 
strong. 

Judea-Christian civilization is the civ
ilization of the free world. 

The Israel Army has demonstrated it 
is capable of defending its people. 

The people of Israel are a potential 
strong bulwark against the threat of 
atheistic communism that would take 
·over this vital area of the Near East. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. COOLEY). 
there were--ayes 65, noes 146. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, one 

would imagine that Jews :fleeing into 
Israel were there on a jaunt. No. They 
go to Israel because they have been in 
the main driven from and uprooted from 
their native lands-driven and uprooted 
by Communist dictators and feudalistic 
rulers. They have been made stateless. 
Their fate seemed like one on a sea with
out a shore, until Israel welcomed them. 
Hungary has ordered them to leave on a 
few days' notice. Iraq has pillaged and 
plundered them, and after denuding 
them of their possessions, forced them to 
make the trek to Israel. Tonight in Iran, 
Jews, ousted from their homes, are com
pelled to sleep in cemeteries. There are 
no places where they may rest their 
weary heads. Unspeakable canditions in 
Morocco, Tunisia, and Algiers renders 
their presence in those parts highly dan
gerous. They are forced from Russia 
and Rumania into exile and wandering. 

Where are these unfortunate refugees 
to go? The blinds are drawn, the doors 
are closed all over the world. Our immi
gration quotas preclude their coming 
here. Perhaps the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEYJ, author of 
the amendment, would have them go to 
limbo. I ask again, "Where are they to 
go?" If funds are not available to defray 
the costs of transporting them to and 
into Israel, plus costs of food, shelter, and 
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raiment, then the ·program of Israel to 
resettle these refugees would fail. Israel 
alone offers surcease from sorrow and 
travail. 

The Knesset, Parliament of Israel, has 
stated that any Jew seeking asylum in 
Israel may receive it. Without that 
asylum thousands of Jews will perish. 
Hitler and his jackals destroyed 6,000,000 
Jews. The gentleman from North Caro
lina perhaps would like to for get these 
martyred dead. If this money is not ap
propriated thousands more Jews will be 
martyred. The same gentleman, per
haps, seals deliberately his mind against 
such a thought. 

Israel is the only anchor to windward 
as far as democracy is concerned, that 
we and western democracies have in the 
Near and Middle East. The little and 
brave Republic of Israel is definitely 
oriented toward the west, and against the 
east. Should we not support · that 
democracy? Israel has consistently 
comforted and voted with western 
democracies in the United Nations. 

I ask the sponsors of this amendment, 
"Did the Arab nations support the United 
States and western democracies in the 
United Nations?" Emphatically, no. 
The Arab nations voted consistently 
against the United States and western 
nations. For their refusal to label the 
Communists aggressors in the United 
Nations, the gentleman from North Caro
lina would reward the Arabs. Becam:e 
Israel voted for the United Nations ag- . 
gression resolution, and perhaps because 
Israel sent medicines and supplies and 
a medical contingent to the U. N. forces 
in Korea, Israel is to be refused aid for 
her refugees.· Assuredly if we shall not 
punish our enemies at least let us re-

. ward our friends. Israel is our friend. 
Israel asks no questions of those seek

ing entry. The halt, the lame, feeble, · 
young as well as old, may come. Some 
25,000 Jews, a hard core, many of 
which are sick and crippled and en
feebled, are still in displaced persons 
camps in Germany. We maintain these 
camps at considerable expense. No 
country will take these unfortunate 
ones-save Israel. Israel will empty 
these camps and thereby save the United 
States great sums of money. 

Eight hundred thousand refugees have 
alread:y gone to Israel f ram all over the 
world. Six hundred thousand more will 
enter in 3 years. Israel must have help 
to integrate so many into her economy. 

I rarely have heard remarks that have 
been so contrary to fact. For example, 
the figure of $2,800 given by the gentle
man from North Carolina as to estimate 
of dollar allowance for each immigrant . 
into Israel is fantastic. I defy him to give 
any tangible proof. He said he had a 
conversation with someone in the State 
Department. Who? He does not 
identify the individual. His other state
ments, particularly, about luxurious 
houses in Israel as homes of refugees 
are just as fantastic. 

Thousands of these unfortunate people 
in Israel live in tents, thousand of others 
have only the dome of the sky as roofs 
over their heads. I, too, was there. I 
saw these people. I have seen the lines 
01 &uff ering on their faces. But there is 

no self-pity. There is hardly a family 
that death has not visited. They put 
100,000 men and women in the field as 
fighters. They can now put 200,000 in 
the field. They are the only fighters on 
whom we can rely in that area-an area 
that has slumbered for centuries due to 
Arab neglect. The Jews have awakened 
it and are making the desert blossom. · 

Israeli fighters have recently worsted 
six Arab nations with vastly superior 
numbers. The Arabs were bent upon 
forcing the Jews into the sea. The Arabs 
suffered ignominious defeat. They will 
get a second trouncing. if they try again. 
The Israeli fighters have proven them
selves worthy descendants of the Macca
bees and of thoE:e who fought at Massada. 

I hope the amendment is overwhelm
ingly defeated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
TITLE III-ASIA AND PACIFIC 

SEC. 301. In order to carry out in the gen
eral area of C'hina (incluc:l.ing the Republic 
of the Philppines and the Republic of Korea) 
the provisions of subsection (a) of section 
303 of the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 
1949, as amended (22 U.S. C. 1604 (a)), there 
are hereby authorized to be appropriated to 
the President for the fiscal year 1952, not to 
exce.ed $530,000,000. In addition, unex
pended balances of appropriations heretofore 
made for carrying out the provisions of title 
III of the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 
1949, as amended (22 U. S. C. 1602-1604), are 
hereby authorized to be continued available 
through June 3-0, 1952, and to be consolidated 
with the appropriation authorized by this 
section. Not to exceed $50,000,000 of funds 
appropriated pursuant to this section (ex
cluding balances of appropriations continued 
available) may be accounted for as provided 
in subsection (a) of said section 303. 

SEc. 302. (a) In order to further the pur
pose of this act through the strengthening.of 
the area covered in section 301 of this act 
(but not including the Republic of Korea), 
there are hereby authorized to be appropri
ated to the President, for the fiscal year 1952, 
not to exceed $237,500,000 for economic and 
technical assistance in those portions of such 
area which the President deems to be not 
under Communist control. Funds appro
priated pursuant to authority of this section 
shall be available under the applicable pro
visions of the Economic Cooperation Act of 
1948, as amended, and of the Act for Inter
national Development (22 U. S. C. 1557). In 
addition, unexpended balances of funds here
tofore made available for carrying out the 
purposes of the China Area Aid Act of 1950 

· (22 U.S. C. 1547), are hereby authorized to be 
continued available through June 30, 1952, 
and to be consolidated with the appropria
tion authorized by this section. 

(b) The third proviso of section 202 of the 
China Area Aid Act of 1950 is amended by 
inserting "and of Korea" after "selected citi
zens of China" each time it appears therein. 

SEC. 303. (a) In order to provide for the 
United States contribution to the United Na
tions Korean Reconstruction Agency, estab
lished by the resolution of the General As
sembly of the United Nations of December 
1; 1950, there are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the President not to exceed 
$11,250,000. In addition, unobligated bal
ances of the appropriations heretofore made, 
and available during the fiscal year 1951, for 
assistance to Korea under authority of the 
Far Eastern Economic Assistance Act of 1950, 
as amended (22 U.S. C. 1543, 1551, 1552), are 
hereby authorized to be continued available 
through June 30, 1952, and to be consolidated 
with the appropriation authorized by this 
section. 

(b) The sums made available pursuant to 
subsection (a) may be contributed from time 
to time on behalf of the United States in 
such amounts ·as the President determines 
to be appropriate to support those functions 
of the United Nations Korean Reconstruction 
Agency which the military situation in Korea 
permits the Agency to undertake pursuant 
to arrangements between the Agency and the 
United Nations Unified Command. The 
aggregate amount which may be contributed 
on behalf of the United States pursuant to 
the preceding sentence shall be reduced by 
the value of goods and services made avail-. 
able to Korea by any department or agency 
of the United States for relief and economic 
assistance after the assumption of responsi
bility for relief and rehabilitation operations 
in Korea by the United Nations Korean 
Reconstruction Agency. 

( c) The provisions of subsections 304 (a) 
and (b) of the · United Nations Palestine 
Refugee Aid Act of 1950 (22 U. S. C. 1556 (b) ) 
are hereby made applicable with respect to 
Korean assistance furnished under this sec
tion. 

(d) Unencumbered balances of sums here
tofore or hereafter deposited in the special 
account established pursuant to paragraph 
(2) of article V of the agreement of Decem
ber 10, 1948, between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Korea (62 Stat., 
pt. 3, 3788) shall be used in Korea for such 
purposes as the President determines to be 
consistent with United Nations programs "for 
assistance to Korea and as may be agreed 
to between the Governnient of the United 
States and the Republic of Korea. 

TITLE IV-AMERICAN REPUBLICS 

SEC. 401. In order to further the purpose 
of this act through the furnishing of mili
tary assistance to the other American ·Re
publics, there are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the President, for the fiscal 
year 1952, not to exceed $40,000,000 for carry
ing out the purposes of this section under 
the provisions of the Mutual Defense Assist
ance Act of 1949, as amended: Provided, 
That such assistance may be furnished only 
in accordance with defense plans which are 
found by the Presiqent to require the re
cipient country to participate in missions im
portant to the defense of the Western Hemi
sphere. Any such assistance shall be sub
ject to agreements, as provided herein and 
as required by section 402 of the Mutual De
fense Assistance Act of 1949, as amended (22 
U. S. C. 1573), designed to assure that the 
assistance will be used to promote the de
fense of the Western Hemisphere; and after 
agreement by the Government of the United 
States and the country concerned with re
spect \;o such missions, military assistance 
hereunder shall be furnished only in accord
ance with such agreement. 

SEc. 402. In order to further the purpose 
of this act among the peoples of the Ameri
can Republics through the furnishing of 
technical assistance, there are hereby author
ized to be appropriated to the President, for 
the fiscal year 1952,' not to exceed $22,000,000 
for assistance under the provisions of the Act 
for International Development (22 ·u. S. c. 
1557) and of the Institut.e of Inter-American 
Affairs Act, as amended (22 U. S. C. 281). 
TITLE V-0RGANIZATION AND ADMINISTRATION 

MUTUAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 501. (a) There is hereby established, 
with its principal office at the seat of the 
Government, an agency to be known as the 
Mutual Security Administration, hereinafter 
referred to as the Administration. The Ad
ministration shall be headed by a Mutual 
Security Administrator, hereinafter referred 
to as the Administrator, who shall be ap
pointed by the President, by and with the 

· advice and consent of the Senate, and who 
shall be responsible to the President. The 
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Administrator shall have a status in the 
executive branch of the Government com
parable to that of the head of an executive 
department, and shall receive compensation 
at the same rate. 

(b) There shall b9 in the Administration 
a Deputy Mutual Security Administrator who 
shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and shall receive compensation at the same 
rate as that payable to an Under Secretary 
of an executive department. The Deputy 
Mutual Security Administrator shall per
form such functions as the Administrator 
shall designate, and shall be Acting Mutual 
Security Administrator during the absence 
or disability of the Administrator oi: in the 
event of a vacancy in the office of Admin
istrator. 

(c) Officers, employees, agents, and atto~
. neys may be employed by the Administrator 
· for duty within the continental limits of the 
United States in accordance with the pro
visions of the civil-service laws and the 
Classification Act of 1949, as amended, ex
cept that, of such personnel, not . to exceed 
100 may be compensated at rates higher than 
those provided for grade 15 of the General 

· Schedule established by t:rie Classification 
Act of 1949, . as amended, and . of these, not 

· to exceed 25 may be compensated at a rate 1n 
excess of the highest rate provided for grades 
of such General Schedule, but not in excess 
of $15,000 per annum. Such 100 positions 

· shall be in addition to the number author
ized by section 505 of the Classification Act 
of 1949, as amended. 

(d) Persons employed for duty outside 
the continental limits of the United States 
and officers and employees of the United 
States Government assigned for such duty, 
may receive compensation at any of the 
rates provided for - the Foreign Service Re
serve and StafI by the Foreign Service Act of 
1946 (22 U. S. C. 801-1158), as amended, 
may receive allowances and benefits not 1-n 
excess of those established thereunder, and 
may be appointed to any class in the Foreign 
Service Reserve or Staff in accordance with 
the provisions of such act, and assigned to 
duties for the Administrator. 

(e) Alien clerks and employees employed 
for the purpose of performing functions mi
der this act shall be employed in accordance 
with the provisions of the Foreign Service Act 
of 1946, as amended. 

(f) Whenever the President determines it 
to be consistent with and in furtherance of 
the purpose of this act, the head of any 
Government agency is authorized to--

( 1) detail or assign any omcer or employee 
of his agency to any office or position to 
which no compensation is attached with any 
foreign government or foreign government 
agency: Provided, That such acceptance of 

. office shall in no case involve the taking of an 
oath of allegiance to another government: 
and 

(2) detail, assign, or otherwise make avail- . 
able to any international organization in 
which the United States participates, any 
officer or employee of his agency to serve with 
or as a member of the international staff of 
such organizations. 

Any such officer or employee, while so as
signed or detailed, shall be considered, for 
the purpose of preserving his privileges, 
rights, seniority, or other benefits as such, 
an omcer or employee of the Government of 
the United States and of the Government 
agency from which assigned or detailed, and 
he shall continue to receive compensation, 
allowances, and benefits from funds made 
available to that agency out of funds author
ized under this act. 

(g) Experts and consultants or organiza
tions thereof may be employed as authorized 
by section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 (5 
U. S. C. 55a), and individuals so employed 
may be c::impensated at a rate not in excess 
of 50 pzr diem. 

(h) No citizen or resident of the United 
States may be employed, or if already em
ployed, may be assigned to duties by the Ad
ministrator or the Secretary of State under 
this act for a period to exceed 3 months unless 
(1) such individual has been investigated as 
to loyalty and security by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and a report thereon has 
been made to the Administrator and the Sec-

. retary of State, and until the Administrator 
or the Secretary of State has certified in 
writing (and filed copies thereof with the 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations and 
the House .. Committee on Foreign Affairs) 
that. after full consideration of such report, 
he believes such individual is loyal to the 

· United States, its Constitution, and form of 
Government, and is not now and has never 
been a member of any organization advo
cating contrary views; or (2) such individual 
has been investigated by a military intelli
gence agency and the Secretary of Defense 
has certified in writing that he believes such 
individual is lay.al to the United States and 
filed copies thereof with the Senate Com
mittee on Foreign Relations and the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. This subsec
tion shall not apply in the case of any officer 
appointed by the President by and with the 
advice r !ld consent of the Senate, nor sha,11 
it apply in the case of any officer or employee 
previously investigated and certified. · 

GENERAL FUNCTIONS OF ADMINISTRATOR 

SEc. 502. (a) Except as otherwise provided 
in this act, there shall be transferred to the 
Administrator the powers and functions con
ferred upon-

( 1) the Administrator for Economic Co
operation by the Economic Cooperation Act 
of 1948, as amended, and the Far Eastern 
Economic Assistance Act of 1950, as amended; 

(2) the Secretary of State under the Insti
tute of Inter-American Affairs Act; and 

(3) the President by the Mutual ·Defense 
Assistance Act of 1949, as amended, the Act 
for International Development, and the act 
of May 22, 1947, as amended, except the 
power to conclude international agreements, 
the power to make appointments by and with 

· the advice and consent of the Senate, such 
other powers as the President may reserve 
to himself or delegate to the Secretary of 
Defense, and the powers enumerated in sec
tion 408 (c) of the Mutual Defense Assist
ance Act of 1949, as amended. 

(b) The following agencies and offices shall 
cease to exist: 

(1) The Economtc Cooperation Adminis
tration and the offices of Administrator and 
Deputy Administrator for Economic Cooper
ation; 

(2) The office of United States Special 
Representative in Europe and of Deputy 
United States Special Representative 1n 
Europe created by the Economic Cooperation 
Act of 1948, as amended; · 

(3) The office created by section 413 (a) 
of the Act for International Development; 

(4) The offices created by section 406 (e) 
of the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 
1949, as amended. 

( c) Any personnel, upon the certification 
of the Administrator and with the approval 
of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget 
that such personnel are necessary to carry 
out the functions of the Administrator, and 
all records and property which the Director 
of the Bureau of the Budget determines are 
used primarily 1n the administration of the 
powers and functions transferred to the Ad
ministrator by this act, shall be transferred 
to the Mutual Security Administration. 

SEC. 503. In order to strengthen and make 
more effective the conduct of the foreign 
relations of the United States, and to carry 
out the purpose of this act-

(a) the Secretary of State, the Adminis
trator, and the .Secretary of Defense shall 
keep each other fully and cur,rently in
formed on matters, including prospective 
action, arising within the scope of their re-

spective duties which are pertinent to the 
duties of the other; 

(b) whenever the Secretary of State be
lieves that any action, proposed action, or 
failure to act on the part of the Administra
tor is inconsistent with the foreign-policy 
objectives of the United States, he shall con
sult with the Administrator and, if differ
ences of view are not adjusted py consulta
tion, the matter shall be referred to the 
President for final decision; · 

( c) whenever the Secretary of Defense be
lieves that any action,_ proposed action, or 
failure to act on the part of the Administra
tor is inconsistent with the military-security 
objectives of the United States, he shall con
sult with the Administrator and, if differ
ences of view are not adjusted by consulta
tion, the matter shall be referred to the 
President for final decision; and · 

(d) whenever the Administrator believes 
that any action, proposed action, or failure 
to act on the part of the Secretary of State 
or the Secretary of Defense in performing 

• functions under this act, is inconsistent with 
the purpose and provisions of this act, he 

· shall consult with the Secretary of State 
· and the Secretary of Defense as appropriate, 
· and, if differences of view are not adjusted 

by consultation, the matter shall be referred 
to the President for final dec.tsion. 

MEMBERSHIP IN OTHER AGENCIES 

SEc. 504. (a) Section 4 (a) of Public Law 
171, seventy-ninth Congress, as amended (59 
Stat. 512), is a.mended by striking out "Eco
_nomic Cooperation Administration" and in
serting ~n lieu thereof "Mutual Security Ad
ministration" and by striking out "Adminis
trator for Economic Cooperation" and in
serting in lieu thereof "Mutual Security 
Administrator." 

(b) Clause (6) of the fourth paragraph of 
section 101 (a) of Public Law 253, Eightieth 
Congress, as amended, is hereby further 
amended by inserting after "Munitions 
Board," the following: "the Mutual Security 
Administrator so long as the Mutual Security 
Administration shall continue to exist,". 

PUBLIC ADVISORY BOARDS 

SEC. 505. (a) The Boards provided for by 
section 107 of the Economic Cooperation Act, 
as amended, and by section 409 of the Act for 
International Development shall advise and 
consuJt with the Mutual Security Adminis
trator. 

(b) The Administrator may appoint such 
other advisory committees as he may deter
mine to be necessary or desirable to effectu
ate the purpose of this act. 
REGIONAL MUTUAL SECURITY REPRESENTATIVES 

SEC. 506. (a) There shall be a United States 
Mutual Security Representative in Europe 
who shall (1) be appointed by tll# President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, (2) be entitled to receive the same 
compensation and allowances as· a chief of 
mission, class 1, within the meaning of the 
act of August 13, 1946 (22 U. S. C. 801-1158), 
and (3) have the rank of ambassador extraor
dinary and plenipotentiary. He shall be 
the representative of the Administrator and 
receive bis instructions from him, and such 
instructions shall be prepared and trans
mitted to him in accordance with procedures 
agreed to among the Administrator, the Sec
retary of State, and the Secretary of Defense 
in order to assure appropriate coordination 
as provided by section 503 of this title. He 
shall coordinate the activities of the chiefs 
of such special missions provided for in 
section 507 of this title as may be placed 
under his jurisdiction by the Administrator. 
He shall keep the Administrator, the Secre
tary of ~tate, the Secretary of Defense, the 
chiefs of the United States diplomatic mis
sions, and the <.:hiefs of the special missions 
provided for herein, fully and currently in
formed, concerning his activities. He shall 
consult with the chiefs of all such missions, 
who shall give him su~h cooperation e.s he 
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may require for the performance of his duties 
under this title. 

(b) There shall be a Deputy United States 
Mutual Security Representative in Europe· 
who shall (1) be app()inted by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; (2) be entitled to receive the same 
compensation and allowances as a chief of 
mission, class 3, within the meaning of the 
act of August 13, 1946; and (3) have the 
rank of ambassador extraordinary and pleni
potentiary. The Deputy shall perform such 
functions as the United States Mutual Se
curity Representative in Europe shall desig
nate, and shall be Acting United States 
Mutual Security Representative in Europe 
during the absence or disability, or in the 
event of a vacancy in the office, of the Rep
resentative. 

(c) The Deputy United States Representa- · 
tive North Atlantic Council and the United 
States Mutual Security Representative in 
Eur-0pe shall keep each other fully and cur
rently informed concerning their activities. 

(d) When necessary to carry out the pur
pose of this act, the President is author
ized to appoint not more than three addi
tional Mutual Security Representatives for 
other regions in accordance with the appli
cable provisions of subsection (a) of this 
section. Any Mutual Security Representa
tive appointed pursuant to this section shall 
be entitled to receive the same rank, com
pensation, and allowances as the highest 
ranking chief of any United States diplo
matic mission in the region. 

SPECIAL MUTUAL GECURITY MISSIONS ABROAD 

SEC. 507. (a) Except as provided in subsec
tion ( e) of this section, the Administrator 
may establish in each country receiving as
sistance under this act a special mutual se
curity mission under the direction of a chief 
who shall be responsible for assuring the 
performance within such country of opera
tions under this act. The chief shall be ap
pointed by the Administrator, shall receive 
his instructions from the Administrator, and 
shall report to the Administra'.tor on the per
formance of the duties assigned to him. The 
chief of the special mission shall take rank 
immediately after the chief of the United 
States diplomatic mission in such country; 
and the chief of the special mission shall be 
entitled to receive the same compensation 
and allowances as a chief of mission class 3, 
or a chief of mission, class 4, within the 
meaning of the act of August 13, 1946, or 
compensation and allowances in accordance 
with section 501 (d) of this act, as the Ad
ministrator shall determine to be necessary 
or appropriate. 

( b) The chief of the special mission shall 
·keep the chief of the United States diplo
matic mission fully and currently informed 
on matters including prospective action aris
ing within the scope of the operations of the 
special mission and the chief of the diplo
matic mission shall keep the chief of the 
special mission fully and currently informed· 
on matters relative to the conduct of the 
duties of the chief of the special mission. 
The chief of the United States diplomatic 
mission will be responsible for assuring that 
the operations of the special mission are con
sistent with the foreign-policy objectives of 
the United States in such country and to 
that end whenever the chief of the United 
States diplomatic mission believes that any 
action, proposed action, or failure to act on 
the part of the special mission is inconsist
ent with such foreign-policy objectives he 
shall so advise the chief of the special mis
sion and the United States Mutual Security 
Representative. If differences of view are 
not adjusted by consultation the matter 
shall be referred to the Secretary of State 
and the Administrator for decision. 

(c) With the approval of the Secretary of 
State the Administrator may if he deems 
it appropriate direct that the functions of 
the chief or deputy chief of the 5pecial mis-

sion in any country be assumed by the 
chief of the United States diplomatic mis-

. sion or any other member of the mission in 
that country. The member of the mission 
so designated shall report to the Adminis
trator, and shall receive directions from him, 
with respect to carrying out functions relat
ing to the purpose of this act. 

(d) The Secretary of State shall provide 
such office space, facilities, and other admin
istrative services for the United States 
Mutual Security Representatives and their 
staffs, and for each special mission, as may 
be agreed between the Secretary of State and 
the Administrator. 

(e) With respect to any of the zones of 
occupation of Germany and of the Free Ter
ritory of Trieste, during the period of occu-

. pation, the President shall make appropriate 
administrative arrangements for the conduct 
of operations under this title, in order to 
enable the Administrator to carry out his 
responsibility to assure the. accomplishment 
of the purpose of this act. 

ELIGIBILITY FOR ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 508. (a) No military, economic, or 
technical assistance (other than assistance 
provided under section 408 (e) of the Mutual 
Defense Assistance Act of 1949, as amended) 

· shall be supplied to any nation in order to 
further military effort unless the Adminis
trator finds that the supplying of such as
sistance will strengthen the security of the 
United States and unless the recipient coun
try has agreed to join in promoting and 
maintaining world peace and to take such 
action as may be mutually agreed upon to 
eliminate causes of international tension. 
Such agreements shall include appropriate 
provisions for such country to-

( 1) fulfill the military obligations which · 
it has assumed under multilateral or bilat
eral agreements or treaties to which the 
United States is a party; 

(2) make, consistent with its political sta
bility, the full contribution permitted by its 
manpower, resources, facilities, and general 
economic condition to the development and 
maintenance of its own defensive strength 
and the defensive strength of the free world; 
and 

(3) adopt all reasonable military, eco
nomic, and security measures which may be 
needed to develop its defense capacities and 
to insure the effective utilization of the eco
nomic and military assistance provided by 
the United States. 

(b) -No economic or technical assistance 
shall be supplied to any other nation unless 
the Administrator finds that the supplying 
of such assistance will strengthen the secu
rity of the United States and promote world 
peace, and unless the recipient country has 
agreed to join in promoting international 
understanding and good will, and maintain
ing world peace, and to take such action as 
may be mutually agreed upon to eliminate 
causes of international tension. 

RESPONSIBILITIES OF SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

SEC. 509. In the case of aid under this act 
for military items and related technical as
sistance and advice, the Secretary of De
fense shall procure and furnish such mili
tary items and related technical assistance 
and advice: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Defense, after consultation with the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the Administrator, shall 
determine the priority in which military 
items shall be allocated. Notwithstanding 

~ any other provision of law, during the fiscal 
year 1952 the Secretary of Defense may fur
nish (with or without reimbursement from 
the President) all or part of such military 
items out of the materials of war whose pro
duction in the United States shall have been 
authorized for, and appropriated to, the De-

. partment of · Defense: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this act shall authorize the 

· furnishing of military items under this sec
tion in excess of 11 percent of the aggregate 

.. 

dollar value of the materials of war whose 
production in the United States shall have 
been authorized for, and appropriated to, 
the Department of Defense for the 3-year 
period beginning July 1, 1950. For the pur
poses of this section, ( 1) "value" shall be 
determined in accordance with section 402 
( c) of the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 
1949, and (2) the term "materials of war" 
means those goods, commonly known as 
military items, which are required for the 
performance of their missions by armed 
forces of a nation, including weapons, mili
tary vehicles, ships of war under 1,500 tons, 
aircraft, military communications equip
ment, ammunition, maintenance. parts and 
spares, anq military hardware. 

TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE 

SEC. 510. (a) After June 30, 1954, or after 
the date of the passage of a concurrent res
olution by the two Houses of Congress be
fore such date, none of the authority con
ferred on the Administrator by this act 

. may be exercised; except that during the 12 
months following such date commodities 
and se~vices with respect to which the Ad
ministrator had, prior to such date, author
ized procurement for, shipment to, or de
livery in a participating country, may be 
transferred to such country, and funds ap
propriated under authority of this act may 
be obligated during such 12-month period 
for the necessary expenses of procurement, 

. shipment, delivery, and other activities es
sential to such transfer and shall remain 
available during such period for the neces
sary expenses of liquidating operations un
der this act: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be deemed to extend the period 
during which any powers under the Economic 
Cooperation Act of 1948, as amended, may 
be exercised beyond the date specified for its 
termination by section 122 of that act. 

(b) ·At such time as the President shall 
find appropriate after such date, and prior 
to the expiration of the 12 months following 
such date, the powers, duties, and authority 
of the Administrator under this act may be 
transferred to such other departments, 
agencies, or establishments of the Govern
ment as the President shall specify, and the 
relevant funds, records, and personnel of 
the Administration may be transferred to 

, the departments, agencies, or establishments 
to which the related .functions are trans
ferred. 

TERMINATION OF ASSISTANCE BY PRESIDENT 

SEC. 511. If the President determines that 
the furnishing of assistance to any nation-

( I) is no longer consistent with the na
tional interest or security of the United 
States or the policies and purpose of this 
act; or · 

(2) would contravene a decision of the Se
curity Council of the United Nations; or 

(3) would be inconsistent with the ptin:. 
ciple that members of the . United Nations 
should refrain from giving assistance to any 
nation agai_nst which the Security Council 
or the General Assembly has recommended 
measures in case of a threat to, or breach of, 
the peace, or act of aggression, 
he shall terminate all or part of any as
sistance furnished pursuant to this act. The 
function conferred herein shall be in addi
tion to all other functions heretofore con
ferred with respect to the termination of 
military, economic, or technical assistance. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

-SEC. 512. All provisions of this act except 
subsections (a), ( b) , and ( c) of section 502, 
and sections 615, 617 (3), and 618, shall take 
effect upon the date of its enactment. Sub
sections (a), (b), and (c) of section 502, and 
sections 615, 617 (3), and 618 shall take 
effect on such date, not more than 60 days 
after the date the Administrator first ap-

-, 
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pointed takes oftice, as the President shall 
prescribe. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE 

SEC. 513. Nothing contained in this act 
·shall be construed to infringe upon the pow
ers or functions of the Secretary of State. 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. In order to carry out the purpose 
of this act, with respect to those countries 
eligible to receive assistance as provided 
herein, funds shall be available as authorized 
and appropriated to the President each fiscal 
year. 

SEC. 602. Whenever the President deter
mines it to be necessary for the purpose of 
this act, not to exceed 10 percent of the funds 
made available under any title of this act 
may be transferred to and consolidated with 
funds made available under any other title 
of this Act in order to furnish, to a different 
area, assistance of the kind for which such 
funds were available before transfer. When
ever the President makes any such determi
nation, he shall forthwith notify the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate 
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. In the case of 
the transfer of funds available· for military 
purposes, he shall also forthwith notify the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Sen
ate and House of Representatives. 

SEC. 603. In order to promote the increased 
production, in areas covered by this act, of. 
materials in which the United States is de
ficient, there are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the President for the fiscal 
year 1952 not to exceed $55,000,000 to be , 
used pursuant to the authority contained in 
the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended (22 U. S. C. 1501-1522). 

SEC. 604. The Administrator shall require 
all countries participating in any United 
States aid program er in any international 
organization receiving United States aid to so 
deposit, segregate, .or assure title to all funds 
or property alloca_ted to or derived from any 
program so that the same shall not be sub
ject to garnishment, attachment, seizure, or 
other legal process by · any person, firm, 
agency, corporation, organization, or govern-
ment. . 

SEC. 605. {a) In ordr:r to bring about the 
availability of internotional resources to fur
ther the purpose of this act and to reduce 
requirements for assistance under this act, 
the Administrator shall ascertain through 
the National Advisory Council on Interna
tional Monetary and Financial Problems 
whether there can be established, and to 
make recommendations to the Congress on 
the establishment of, organizations or cor
porations aftiliate::d with the International 
!lank for Reconstruction and Development 
to assist in financing, where adequate financ
ing ls not otherwise available on reasonable 
terms, essential public works and produc
tive enterprises in economically underde
veloped areas. 

{b) The Administrator· ls requested to 
recommend to the Congress such action as 
will in his judgment be desirable to elimi~ 
nate the barriers to, and provide incentives 
for, a steadily increased participation of pri
vate enterprise in developing the resources 
of foreign countries consistent with the 
policies of this act. The Secretary of State 
is requested to undertake, after consulta
tion -with the Administrator and the Secre
tary of the Treasury, negotiations with the 
representatives of foreign governments look
ing- to the early removal of such obstacles 
and barriers as now exist to the maximum 
participation of private enterprise in such 
development. 

SEC. 606. {a) As used in this section- . 
(1) the term "invention" means an in

vention or discovery covered by a patent 
issued by _the United States, and . 

(2.) the term "information" means infor
mation originated by or peculiarly within 

the knc. wledge of the owner thereof and 
those in privity with him, which is not 
avall~ble to the }1Ublic and ls subject to 
protection as property under recognized legal 
principles. 

{b) Whenever, in connection with the fur
nishing of military assistance in further
ance of the purpose of this act-

( 1) use within the United States, with
out authorization by the owner, shall be 
made of an invention, or 

(2) damage to the owner shall result from 
the disclosure of information by reason of 
acts of the United States or· its ofticers or 
employees, 
the exclusive remedy of the owner of such 
invention or information shall be by suit 
against the United States in the Court of 
Claims for reasonable and entire compen
sation for unauthorized use or disclosure. 
In any such suit the United States may avail 
itself of any and all defenses, general or 
spPcial, that might be pfoaded b~' any de
fendant in a like action. 

(c) Before such suit against the United 
States has been instituted, the head of the 
appropriate department or agency of the 
Government, which has furnished military 
assistance in furtherance of the purpose of 
this act, is authorized and empowered to 
enter into an agreement with the claimant, 
in full settlement and compromise of any 
claim against the United States hereunder. 

( d) This section shall not confer a right of 
action on anyone or his successor or assignee 
who, when he makes such a claim, is in the 
employment or service of the United States, 
or who, while in the employment or service 
of the United States, discovered, invented, or 
developed any invention or information on 
which such claim is based. 

{e) Except as othewise provided by law, no 
recovery shall be had for 'any infringement of 
a patent committed more than 6 years prior 
to the filing of the complaint or counterclaim 
for infringement in the action, except that 
the period between the date of receipt by 
the Government of a written claim under 
·subsection (c) above for compensation for 
infringement of a patent and the date of 
mailing by the Government of a notice to 
the claimant that his claim has been denied 
shall not be counted as part of the 6 years, 
unless suit is brought before the last
mentioned date. 

SEc. 607. Notwithstanding any of the pro
visions of the Defense Production Act of 1950, 
as amended-

(1) The Administrator shall have responsi
bility for representing, before the authori
ties in the executive branch of the Govern
ment charged with the administration of 
title I of such Act; the needs of all countries 
receiving assistance under this Act, and of 
such other countries as the President may 
direct, for United States materials and facili
ties. 

(2) Whenever allocations under such act of 
United States materials and facilities for for
eign countries receiving assistance under this 
act, and for foreign assistance programs in 
such countries, are made on an over-all, and 
not on a country-by-country, basis, the Ad
ministrator shall have the authority and re
sponsibility of apportioning, among such 
countries, the United States materials and 
facilities so allocated. 

SEC. 608. The President, from time to time 
while funds appropriated for the purpose of 
this act continue to be available for obliga
tion, shall transmit to the Congress, in lieu of 
any reports otherwise required by law, reports 
covering each 6 months of operations in 
furtherance of the purpose of this act, except 
information the disclosure of which he deems 
incompatible with the security of the United 
States. The first such report shall cover the 
6-month period commencing on the date this 
act becomes effective. Reports provided for 
under this section shall be transmitted to 

the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, as the case may 
be, if the Senate or the House of Represent
atives, as the case may be, is not in session. 

SEC. 609. (a) Upon a determination by the 
Administrator that it will further the pur
pose of this act, not to exceed $10,000,000 of 
the funds made available pursuant to section 
203 of this act and not to exceed $25,000,000 
of funds made available pursuant to section 
302 of this act may be advanced to countries 
covered by·said sections in return for equiva
lent amounts of the currency of such coun
tries being made available to meet local 
currency needs of the aid programs in such 
countries pursuant to agreements made in 
advance with the United States: Provided, 
That except whe:i. otherwise prescribed by 
the Administrator as necessary to the effec
tive accomplishment of the aid programs in 
such countries, all funds so advanced shall 
be held under procedures set out in such 
agreements until used to pay for goods and 
services approved by the United States or 
until repaid to the United States for reim
bursement to the appropriation from which 
drawn. 

(b) In order to assist in carrying out the 
provisions of the Economic Cooperation Act 
of 1948, as amended, not to exceed $50,000,-
000 of funds made available under the au
thority of this act for assistance pursuant to 

. the provisions of. the Economic Cooperation 
Act of 1948, as amended (22 U. S. C. 1501-
1522) , may be used to acquire local currency 
for the J?Urpose of increasing the production 
of materials in which the United States is 
deficient. 

SEC. 610. Funds realized from the sales of 
notes pursuant to section 111 (c) (2) of the 
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended, shall be available for making guar
anties of investments in accordance with the 
applicable prov_isions of sections 111 (b) (3) 
and 111 (c) (2) of the Economic-CoQperation 
Act, as amended, in any area in which as
sistance is authorized by this or any other 
.act to be furnished under any provision of 
the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended. 

SEC. 611. Funds made available for carry
ing out the provisions of title I of this act 
shall be available for the administrative ex
penses of carrying out the purposes of all of 
the titles of this act, including expenses 
incident to United States participation in 
international security organizations and ex
penses in the United States in connection 
with programs authorized under the act for 
International Development. Any currency 
of any nation received by the United States 
for its own use in connection with assistance 
furnished by the United States may be used 
by any agency of the Government without 
reimbursement from any appropriation for 
the administrative and operating expenses of 
carrying out the purpose of thi~ act. Funds 
made available for carrying out the purpose 
of this act in the Federal Republic of Ger
many may, as authorized in subsection 114 
(h) of the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, 
as amended (22 U. S. C. 1512 (h)), be trans
ferred by the President to any department or 
agency for the expenses necessary to meet 
the responsibilities and obligations of the 
United States in the Federal Republic of 
Germany. · · 

SEC. 612. The Economic Cooperation Act 
of l.948, as amended (22 U. S. C. 1501-1522), 
is hereby amended as follows: 

( 1) In section 11 ( c) by adding a new 
paragraph as follows: 

"(3) From the funds made available under 
authority of the Mutual Security Act of 1951 
for assistance to be provided under the ap
plicable provfsions of the Economic Coopera
tion Act of 1948, as amended (22 U. S. C. 
1501-1522), not less than 20 percent shall be 



10276 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE AUGUST 17 
provided on credit terms as specified in that 
act." 

(2) In section· 115 (b) (6) by-
(A) inserting in the second proviso thereof 

after "wealth" the following: "for the en
couragement of emigration pursuant to sub
section ( e) of this section"; 

(B) adding in the last clause of the second 
proviso "and operating" after "administra
tive"; 

(C) striking from the last clause of the 
second proviso "within such country"; and 

(D) adding at the end thereof the follow
ing new sentences: "The Administrator shall 
exercise the power granted to him by this 
paragraph to make agreements with respect 
to the use of the funds deposited in the 
special accounts of the 'participating coun
tries' (as defined in section 103 (a) hereof) 
in such a manner that the equivalent of 
not less than $500,000,000 of such funds shall 
be used exclusively for mmtary production 
in such 'participating countries.' The 
amount to be devoted from each such special 
account for such use shall be agreed upon 
by the Administrator and the country or 
countries concerned." 

SEc. 613. (a) Section 402 of the Mutual 
Defense Assistance Act of 1949, as amended 
(22 U. S. C. 1573), is hereby amended by 
striking out the period at the end thereof 
and inserting in lieu thereof a semicolon 
and the following: 

" ( e) Guaranties by such eligible nation 
that it will not undertake any act of aggres
sion against any other state." 

(b) Section 408 (e) of the Mutual Defense 
Assistance Act of 1949, as amended (22 
U. S. C. 1580), is hereby amended by adding 
in the first proviso thereof, after the words 
"of which it is a part," the words "or .in 
United Nations collective security arrange- . 
ments and measures,'' and by changing the 
figure at the end thereof to "$500,000,000." 

SEC. 614. The proviso in the first sentence 
of section 403 ( d) of the Mutual Defense 
Assistance Act of 1949, as amended (22 
U.S. C. 1574 (d)), is hereby amended to read 
as follows: "Provided, That after June 30, 
1950, such limitation shall be increased by 
$250,000,000 and after June 30, 1951, by an 
additional $450,000,000.'' 

SEc. 615. Section 104, subsections (b) and 
(c) of section 105, and sections 108 through 
110 of the Economic Cooperation Act of 
1948, as amended, .are hereby repealed. 

SEC. 616. (a) In order to effectuate the 
purpose of section 136 of the Legislative Re
organization Act of 1946, as amended, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives is authorized to appoint 
and, in accordance with the provisions of 
that act, fix the compensation of such pro
fessional and clerical personnel, in addition 
to those authorized by existing law, as may 
be necessary to enable the committee to 
oversee the performance by the executive 
agencies concerned of their duties, responsi
bilities, and functions under this act in the 
interest of an efficient and economical ad
ministration of this act. 

(b) There are hereby authorized to be ap
propriated such sums as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this section, 
to be disbursed by the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives on vouchers &igned by the 
chairman. 

( c) In every country where local currency 
is made available for local currency expenses 
of the United States in connection with as
sistance furnished by the United States, the 
local currency administrative and operating 
expenses incurred in fulfilling the purpose of 
this section shall be charged to such local 
currency funds to the extent available. 

SEC. 617. The Act for International Devel
opment is amended as follows: 

( 1) By adding before the period at the encl 
of section 404 (b) the following: ":Provided, 
That for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, 
such contributions from funds made avail-

able under authority of sections 101 (a) (2), 
203, 302, and 402 of the Mutual Security Act 
of 1951 shall not exceed in the aggregate 
$13,000,000, and the use of such contributions 
shall not be limited to the area covered by 
the section of the act from which the funds 
are drawn". 

(2) By adding at the end of section 407 
a new paragraph: 

"(d) Participating countries shall be en- . 
couraged to negotiate agreements with the 
United Nations and its specialized agencies, 
or otherwise, to establish fair labor standards 
of wages and working conditions and man
agement-labor relations." 

(3) By repealing sections 413 and 414. 
SEC. 618. The Institute of Inter-American 

Affairs Act is amended as follows: 
( 1) By striking out "Department of State" 

wherever it occurs iP-. section 5 and inserting 
in lieu thereof "Mutual Security Adminis
tration"; and 

(2) By amending section 8 to read as fol
lows: 

"SEC. 8. The Mutual Security Adminis
trator shall have authority to detail employ
ees of the Mutual Security Administration 
to the Institute under such circumstances 
and upon such conditions as he may deter
mine, . and the Secretary of State, upon the 
request of the Mutual Security Adminis- . 
trator, may detail employees of the Depart-

. ment of State to the Institute: Provided, 
That any such employee so detailed shall. 
not lose any privileges, rights, or seniority as 
an employee of the Government by virtue of 
such detail." 

Mr. RICHARDS <interrupting the 
reading of the bill). Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
from this point, title III, be considered 
as read, be printed in the RECORD, and 
be open to amendment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VoRvs: On page 

16, lines 23 to 25, inclusive, after the word 
"Senate", strike out the words "such other 
powers as the President may reserve to him
self or delegate to .the Secretary of Defense.'; 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, this is in 
title V in the bill which sets up the new 
organization. In this section we trans
fer powers to the Administrator which 
were held by others; and then we list 
the exceptions. In section 3 you will see 
that we transfer powers which the Presi
dent had under the Mutual Defense As
sistance Act except, beginning in line ' 
21: "the power to conclude international 
agreements, the power to make appoint
ments by and with the advice and con
sent of the Senate." 

Then comes this language my amend
ment would strike out: "Such other 
powers as the President may reserve to 
himself or delegate to the · Secretary of 
Defense." 

We also reserved to the President the 
powers enumerated in section 408 (c) of 
the Mutual Defense Act which referred 
to a 10-percent transfer between titles. 

This language which my amendment 
would strike out, reserving such powers 
to the President as he may wish to keep 
or delegate to the Secretary of Defense, 
were put in late at night. We did not 
realize that perhaps we not only had 
marched up the hill and marched down 

again, but that possibly we had marched 
up the hill and jumped off a cliff. What 
we were trying to do here was to set up 
through this whole title Va new organi
zation to replace the disorganization 
that now attempts to administer these 
three or four different laws. We all con
cede the power of the President under 
our Constitution. Section 501 provides 
that the new Administrator shall be 
responsible to the President, ·but we 
want the President to attempt to work 
under the organizational structure set 
up by this bill and worked out with such 
great care by our committee. A number 
of us feel that in this section we made a 
mistake in leaving him such powers as 
he might reserve to himself, because we 
do not know what that might mean. 
That might mean the recreation of ISAC, 
the organization we are attempting to 
supersede. It might mean reserving 
powers and turning them over to the 
Secretary of State. We do not want that 
to happen. Also the reservation of his 
power to delegate to the Secretary of 
Defense is no longer needed because of 
amendments we put in section 509. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr . 
HERTER] offered amendments there 
which make it unnecessary to leave any 
general delegation of power by the Presi
dent to the Secretary of Defense. 

I hope this amendment will be adopted. 
We made a mistake when we put this 
languag~ in. We can clarify and rectify 
the mistake by takirig out this reserva
tion of Presidential power in this organ
ization. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VORYS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. Is it not true that when 
the committee was considering this bill 
section by section it voted to strike this 
out originally; then on the last night, 
when we were in a hurry to get through 
before a dead line so everybody could get 
away, it was reinserted by a close vote? 
But the committee did in its considera
tion vote for the amendment that the 
gentleman now proposes? 

Mr. VORYS. The same proposal was 
weighed earlier and found wanting. It 
later got in late at night, and now it 
should come out late at night. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VORYS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. · 

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman con
sulted with his colleagues on the major

. ity side in reference to the amendment 
he has proposed? 

Mr. VORYS. I would not purport to 
speak for the majority members of the 
committee, although I know that some 
of them feel as I do and as many of us 
do about this. I feel this amendment 
will not change the fundamental respon
sibilities of the President. It will just 
simply make it clear by leaving this out 
that we want him to use the new organ
ization created with great care and labor 
by our committee. 

Mr. JUDD. Is it not also true that 
Paul Hoffman told us that the one .thing 
above others which enabled him to suc
ceed was the fact he had Cabinet status 
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and he had security in the performing 
of his functions so that he could go ahead 
in full knowledge that the President or 
anyone else in the executive department 
could not come along and take this or 
that away from him? He could go to the 
European countries and present a pro
gram and they knew he was the final 
word. They were, therefore, willing to 
play ball with him, and he made great 
headway. 

Mr. VORYS. We are not going to get 
anywhere by building up a new organ
ization, then tearing it right down again. 

Mr. ROOSEVBLT. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
VORYS]. 

M1·. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. JunnJ quoted Mr. Hoff
man about the importance of this new 
Administrator being of Cabinet rank. 
These few words here in no way remove 
the Cabinet status of this administrator 
as created in the pending bill. It simply 
says that with regard to the Mutual De
fense Act those_powers given to the Presi
dent under that act, and it does not ref er 
to any of the other acts like ECA,"but only 
to the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 
1949, the President can reserve to him
self or delegate to the Secretary of De
fense. 

Now, actually the President c9.n, under 
an interpretation of these words, reserve 
to himself only those p<)wers which he is 
going to personally exercise or · delegate 
to th~ Secretary of Defrnse to exercise 
for him. He could not, in accordance 
with these three ·unes, set up another 
ISAC, and I refer you to section 30f of 
title m of the United States Code which 
says: 

The authority conferred by this chapter 
shall apply to any function vested in the 

·President by law if su~h law does not af
firmatively prohibit delegation of the per
formance of such function as herein provided 
for, or specifically designate the officer or 
officers to whom it may be delegated. 

The other point is this: This military 
job must be run by the Defense Depart .. 
ment insofar as the end items are con
cerned. They must coordinate the pro
duction in this country; they must co
ordinate the requirements of our over· 
seas Allies and our own requirements for 
national defense. These words do not 
take away from the new administrator 
the responsibility to carry on the coordi· 
nation of the military aspects of the pro .. 
gram with the economic problems in 
each country. They do not take away 
from this new administrator his re
sponsibility to stimulate the new mill· 
tary production in each country and to 
coordinate the military production . of 
Western Europe, so that we do not have 
a lot of duplication country by country. 

There is a third point. The organi
zation of this mutual security program, 
as I see it, must be flexible enough f'O 
that if we get into a war-and God 
help us if we do, and the whole purpose 
of this is to avoid war-but if we get 
into a war we must have a flexible 
enough set-up so that the responsibil· 
ity of the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of Defense will imme
diately come into play. If you take the 
military powers~ under this act and give 

them completely to the administrator, I would prefer that the entire sum be 
then there is no functional way in which authorized now so that the necessary ap
the voice of the Joint Chiefs of Staff or proprk.tions could be made from time to 
of General Eisenhower's headquarters time as needed without the further au
can directly come to the administrator thorizing action of the Congress. A full 
.except through the Secretary of De· authorization now would be a c!ear indi
f ense and the coordination provided in cation to the other participating nations 
other sections of the bill. that the United States Congress is pre-

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will pared to contribute our full share and 
the gentleman yield? would be the best way to call upon them 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield to the gen- to contribute their full shares. 
tleman from New York. Nevertheless, despite my own prefer-

Mr. KEATING. I emphatically agree ence, I cannot contend tha~ the proposal 
with the gentleman that the military of the committee is co:;.np!etely unreason
matters must be handled by the military, able and I am prepared to acquiesce in it 
the allocation of end items, and so on. and I have no doub~ that the House will 
I do not understand why it is necessary sustain the committee's recommenda
to have this language in the light of the tions. In doing so, however, I feel that 
language in section 509. the Members c.f the House, the people of 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask Korea, and our friends in the Unibd 
unanimous consent to extend my re- Nations who are with us in the United 
marks in connection with the amend.. Nations Korean Reconstruction Agency 
ment otf ered by the gentleman from should very clearly understand what our 
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY] at the end attitude is and why we are handling this 
of section 205. authorization in this manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection I am confident Ulat it is the firm in-
to the request of the gentleman from tention of the Congress to join with other 
New York? members of the United Nations to help 
- There was no objection. th9 Korean people to survive and to re-

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I ask build their country. I am confident it is 
unanimous consent to extend my re- the intention of the Congress to author .. 
marks at this point in the RECORD. ize and appropriate the full share of the 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection United States for the United Nations Ko-
to the request of the gentleman from rean RecoI;lStruction Agency_ The people 
New Jersey? of Korea who are looking to us for pelp 

· There was no objection. and the nations who are joining with us 
Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I to help them should understand that the 

should like to address myself to section sum authorized in this bill is intended to 
303 of the bill before us. This section be only a down payment on our full con
contains· the appropriation autboriza- tribution and that the rest will be made 
tion for the United Nations Korean Re- available when it is needed. I believe this 
construction Agency. is the intention of the committee; I be-

This. is -the Agency .which we and the lieve this is the intention of the House; 
other members of the United Nations and with this understanding, I will vote 
have set up to help the people of Korea- fo"." this section. 
first, by providing the bare necessities re- Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
quired to keep them alive, such as food, to strike out the last word. 
clothing, medicine, and shelter; and sec- Mr. Chairman, over a period of years 
ond, by helping toward the repair of the I have been calling attention of the 
terrible devastation of war. Our ex- House to the increasing danger of the 
perts and those of the other members of deterioration of our State Department 
the United Nations have agreed on the and Foreign Service because of over
shares which they should ask their legis- lapping and duplication by other agen .. 
latures to authorize and appropriate. cies of our Government which has re-

The contribution which this new sulted in the bypassing of our chiefs of 
Agency needs from the United States is mission abroad. 
$112,500,000 of new funds plus the trans.. We are now considering H. R. 5113 au
f er of certain old funds already appro- thorizing the Mutual Security Act of 
priated to the ECA but not spent. I am 1951. I feel sure that unless title V of 
sure that no one who has seen or read the bill which deals with the organiza
about the destruction in Korea will doubt tion and administration is amended, our 
that at least this much money is needed Foreign Service will be further bypassed 
from the United States to kelp the Ko· and made ineffective. The cooperation 
rean people. of our Economic Coordination Adminis-

There is one major point, however, tration and the State Department was so 
which must be considered and which was serious up to a year ago that the Presi
specifically considered by the Foreign dent by Executive order instructed clear
A1Jairs Committee: that is the fact that ance of these economic and political 
during the continuation of hostilities the activities through the chiefs of our mis
major part of the relief work will have sions. I do not feel that sufficient Ian· 
to continue to be the responsibility of the guage is contained in this section to as
military authorities in Korea and the sure this cooperation. The language 
United Nations agency will be able to contained in the section follows very 
work in only a limited scope. For this closely the language contained in the 
reason the committee concluded that it present ECA Act. At the local level 
was not necessary at this point to au- it requires the Secretary and the new 
thorize the full sum needed and that the Administrator to keep each other in
smaller sum of $11,250,000 of new money formed with the right of appeal to the 
when added to the sum to be transferred President in case of disagreement and at 
from ECA would be enough as a tern- the country level it requires the Ambassa-. 
porary, partial action. - dor and the representative of the new 
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Administrator also to keep each other in
formed with right of appeal to the Sec
retary of State and the Administrator in 
case of a disagreement. 

The language in the. present ECA Act 
has worked fairly well but only after 
the President approved an interdepart
mental agreement last February which 
provided that the two representatives 
abroad must constitute a team under 
the leadership of the Ambassador. It 
is my feeling that this language is in
adequate when it is applied to the new 
agency because ECA now ·has a limited 
field. It distributes money for recovery 
purposes and asks the recipient coun
tries to do very few things which they 
do not want to do. Therefore, the ad
ministration of the ECA programs does 
not require many decisions involving 
foreign policy. 

On the other hand, this new agency 
will cover a broader field. In addition 
to economic aid, it will have a strong 
voice in determining the. amount and 
kind of military aid and will cover a 
large number of new countries under 
the point 4 program. In many coun
tries, especially in Europe, it will re
quire governments and countries to do 
many things they do not wish to do 
such as raising their defense budgets, 
military service, military production, 
curbs on inflation, revision of tax laws, 
wage scales, land reforms, and so forth. 
In some cases, especially in the case of 
North Atlantic treaty countries, these 
negotiations have to be done within the 
framework of the NATO. There are 
other problems-world security pact 
rights to air and other bases, and other 
n.egotiations and matters which require 
the highest kind of diplomatic skill con
stituting an inseparable part of carrying 
on our foreign policy. 

While ECA has been headed by ·two 
men with unusual willingness to cooper
ate, there is no assurance that this will 
continue to be true iil the future. Under 
these circumstances, it seems to me that 
even if the ECA language in this new 
bill is followed in every instance, the 
mere exchange of information is not 
adequate to insure that the new admin
istrator or his country representative 
will not run off with the ball and in sub
stance direct our foreign policy. It would 
seem far wiser to build on the present 
set-up of perfecting the operation of the 
International Security Affairs Commit
tee which has done a remarkable job 
in spite of the fact that it has been in 
existence only since early in 1951. The 
least we can do is to amend H. R. 5113 
so that the President has power to make 
further provisions to insure coordination 
if, as .seems possible, difficulties develop. 

Partly for this reason I call your at
tention to the following excerpts from 
the Brookings Institution Report, which 
was released recently and which ex
presses considerable concern regarding 
these matters. In a report prepared for 
the Budget Bureau by the Brookings In
stitute, dated June 1951, page XX, sec
tions 7 and 8, of the Summary reads as 
follows: · 

PORTIONS OF THE BROOKINGS REPORT 

7. All existing programs of military and 
economic aid should be directed toward the 

same goal in the present national-defense 
emergency. The current diffusion of such 
programs, with variety in objectives as well 
as in administrative arrangements, is no 
longer appropriate. All forms of foreign aid 
should so far as possible be conceived, au
thorized, and carried otit as one program, 
with a single controlling declaration of 
policy. 

8. The administration of a unified pro
gram of military and economic aid should 
be carried out jointly by the Department of 
Defense, the Economic Cooperation Admin
istration, and the Department of State. 
Some form of central coordination or direc
tion must be provided, but the method by 
which this is to be done with sufficient effec
tiveness is a matter of · great difficulty and 
complexity. It is our conclusion that effec
tive authority to direct the operations of all 
three agencies in a unified program cannot 
be vested in any one of them, in view of the 
magnitude and importance of the tasks to 
be performed by each of the several agencies 
and their status as coequals. 

It may be possible, nonetheless, to secure 
successful program administration while re
lying primarily upon voluntary interagency 
agreement through the existing mechanism 
of the International Security Affairs Commit
tee, of which the Department of State holds 
the chairmanship. The test of the effective
ness of this device, however, is whether three 
important conditions are met. One such 
condition is clarification of relationships be
tween the Economic Cooperation Administra
tion and the Department of State. Another 
is continued activity on the part of various 
units of the Executive Office of the President 
in support of coordination at the depart
mental level. A third is sufficient unity in 
the Government as a whole to make it possi
ble for the Department of State to exercise 
effectively the leadership responsibility that 
has been assigned to it. 

If some or all of these conditions cannot be 
met, it may become necessary to give further 
consideration to the possibility of appointing 
a director of military and economic• aid in 
the Executive Office of the President. Con
sideration should also be given to the possi
bilities .inherent in the further development 
of the National Security Council through the 
establishment of a full-time vice chairman 
with responsibility under the President for 
executive leadership in the coordindation and 
execution of all phases of national securi:ty 
policy, including the unified program of mili
tary and economic aid. Meanwhile, the 
existing arrangements in the form of the 
International Security Affairs Committee and 
the Director of International Security Affairs 
in the Department of State should not be 
lightly upset. Basic policy underlying the 

.Program should continue to receive the atten
tion of the National Security Council in the 
preparation of recommendations for approval 
by the President. 

Also on page 231 under Administra:.. 
tion of Military and I::conomic Aid, the 
report reads: 

In the present period of national defense 
emergency, there can b"! no doubt that all 
of the existing programs of military and eco
nomic aid should be directed toward the 
same goal. The goal is to strengthen the 
free world against the possibility of Com
munist attack or subversion. , The current 
diffusion of foreign aid activity, with a varie
ty of objectives at · 1east partially inconsist
ent with each other and with equal varie
ty in administrative arrangements, no longer 
seems appropriate. 

We therefore reaffirm . the conclusion of 
our preliminary report in December 1950, 
that all forms of foreign aid should so far 
as possible be conceived, authorized, and 
carried out as one program, with a single 
controlling declaration of policy. 

As we said before, this does not mean 
that the entire administration · of a unified 
program of military and economic aid can 
or should be carried out through a single 
executive department or agency. The De
partment of Defense must continue to be 
responsible for a great part of the unified 
task. The Economic Cooperation Adminis
tration should be continued and should like
wise be responsible for a great part of the 
unified task. The Department of State al
ready occupies an important position in the 
efforts that have been going on in recent 
months to bring about a greater unification 
of the existing programs; it should con
tinue to have major responsibilities in the 
unified task. 

But there is question as to the exact ex
tent of the appropriate responsibilities of the 
Department of State, as indicated by the 
previous discussion in this chapter under the 
first issue. In our preliminary report, we fa
vored arrangements along the lines presented 
in this chapter as the fourth alternative un
der Issue 1. Those arrangements, while 
recognizing major responsibilities of all of 
the agencies concerned, would have made 
specific provision for centralized leadership 
above the departmental level through the 
appointment of a director of military and 
economic aid in the Executive Office of the 
President. 

And on page 256, under Relationships 
Among Overseas Staffs, the report 
reads: 

There are many other issues arising out 
of the fact that the United States now has 
a dual representation in countries where the 
Economic Cooperation Administration has 

. established special country missions. This 
has produced some anomaly in relations 
with the countries c.oncerned, and has at 
times created uncertainties as to where con
tact with the United States should occur. 
The area of uncertainty has increased as the 
Economic Cooperation Administration has 
become increasingly influential in polltico
economic and mutual-defense questions. 

Misunderstandings have arisen in part 
from the fact that a separate line of com
munications flows to and from the Economic 
Cooperation Administration missions. By 
law the ambassador is entitled to be kept 
"fully and currently informed on matters, 
including prospective action, arising within 
the scope of the operations" of the country 
mission, and most country mission chiefs 
have been careful to keep him informed 
wherever he has shown an interest. A simi
lar problem arises with respect to the Am
bassador keeping the Economic Cooperation 
Administration mission chief adequately in
formed. Such difficulties appear to be de
creasing with the development of better re
.lations between the missions. 

Some discontent has prevailed among 
Foreign Service personnel because of the 
feeling that an activity was going on in their 
midst that bore a close relation to what they 
were doing yet about which they were not 
fully informed. This feeling has also 
stemmed in part from the fact that the 
country mission chief ranks in all places 
next after the ambassador and above the 
career service, and in part from the fact 
that the Economic Cooperation Administra
tion missions have included substantial 
numbers of high-ranking and highly paid 
personnel. 

The problems of acquiring and reporting 
economic information have not everywhere 
been successfully resolved. In some in
stances the point of friction has had to do 
with the functions of the office of the eco
nomic counselor of the embassy. The intro
duction of large research and reporting staffs 
1n tlle Economic Cooperation Administration 
missions has duplicated in some degree the 
functions of the eco:p.omic sections of the 
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embassies, as has the establishment of con
tacts with t'he economic agencies of the 
foreign governments. 

. Some ambassadors have been eminently 
successful in overcoming difficulties by dis
playing ingenuity in staff arrangements, and 
by developing a sense of teamwork to meet 
emergency conditions. In Rome, the coun
selor of embassy for economic affairs is eco
nomic policy adviser to the Economic Co
operation Administration country mission 
chief. In Brussels, the economic counselor 
is at the same time the Economic Coopera
tion Administration deputy mission chief. 

Both of these devices have worked well. 
In a few places, there has been a degree of 
duplication and cross-purpose which has 
worked to the disadvantage of both the em
bassy and the Economic Cooperation Admin
istration mission. The Department of State 
and the Economic Cooperation Administra
tion are currently seeking to overcome this 
duplication and confusion. 

With United States military and economic 
aid programs both directed to the same goal 
of increasing the strength of friendly na
tions, close relationship between the Eco
nomic Cooperation Administration missions 
and the MAAG's is an obvious requirement. 
Thus, although the decision to operate inde
pendent economic aid missions appears to 
have been wise at the time from the stand
point of accomplishing rapidly the European 
recovery program, changes which have since 
occurred in the world situation suggest that 
it may be desirable to review this decision . 
before accepting the present arrangement as 
a permanent basis for handling foreign eco
nomic aid. 

I sincerely feel that title 5, page 12, 
organization and administration for mu
tual security administration, section 50, 
If adopted, will result in the deterioration 
of our foreign service and will continue 
making the chief of the American Mis
sion the third important American 
official in the foreign field. If the House 
insists on keeping this section in the bill, 
it should be amended to give the Presi
dent the power through executive order 
to coordinate all of the foreign activities 
through the regular chief of American 
Mission. This order was issued the first 
time by the President a year ago and, in 
my opinion, was made necessary because 
of the confusion that existed in the by
passing of our chief of foreign service by 
representatives of other agencies of the 
American Government. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to compli
ment the gentleman from Nebraska on 
the statement he has presented to the 
House, because I think he has hit on one 
of the weak points of this nev..' adminis
trati'rn agency which this committee has 
included in the bill. I had the same fear 
as the gentleman, that the person who 
should be the senior member of any com
bination of missions in any one country, 
namely, the Ambassador, is going to be 
bypassed, and a very critical situation 
will arise as the result. 

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman knows 
that this was completed in the last hours 
of the hearings, and very hurriedly; that 
amendments were offered, which were 
turned down, which would require the 
coordination of all of these very im
portant political problems through the 
leadership of our chiefs of mission 
abroad. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last wor~. and rise in 
support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the only purpose of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS], as I read it, is 
to avoid the type of situation for which 
this entire organizational set-up is in the 
bill. The purpose of it is to have a clear 
line of operative responsibility through 
the single administrator. 

The great difficulty in the set-up that 
was evolved in recent months was that 
the money which was appropriated to 
the President for the very purposes 
specified in this act was all transferred 
to the Department of State. The De
partment of State then parceled out to 
the Secretary of Defense, or to various 
other agencies of the Government, 
whatever amount of money the Depart
ment of State saw fit to parcel out. It 
was at that point that the full responsi
bility granted to the President was trans
ferred to the Secretary of State. That 
same thing could be done, if the wording 
that is in the bill is left in it, and is not 
stricken out. The only purpose for strik
ing it out is to complete a type of organi
zation which every outside agency, and 
every outside witness, who came before 
the committee, recommended strongly 

' as the most effective operating type of 
organization. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS. The gentleman from 

Nebraska is the first Member of Con
gress who has recommended the ISAC 
structure. 

Mr. HERTER. It so happens that the 
head of ISAC and the deputy ISAC 
are constituents of mine and close 
personal friends of mine. Both come 
from the city of Boston, and are very 
fine, able gentlemen. One of them is 
a former president of the United Fruit 
Co. In spite of that fact, I am afraid 
the organizational set-up which they 
head is not in the interest of efficiency. 

We are doing nothing that goes be
yond the ECA organization. I think I 
have been to almost as many foreign 
missions as the gentleman from Ne
braska, and I have never seen any con
flict between the ECA Administrator and 
the head of our foreign missions, or our 
foreign service officers except where it 
was a question of personalities. The lines 
of responsibility remained entirely clear. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS. In this reorganization, 

we keep , exactly the provision in ECA 
for consultation between the Secretary 
of State, the Administrator, the Secre
tary of Defense, and in case of a dis
pute, the matter goes to the President. 

Mr. HERTER. The gentleman is 
quite right. We are not taking away 
any authority from a single foreign offi-. 
cer. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. Under the bill, the 

representative of the Administrator can 
appeal to the Administrator. The diplo
mat in the foreign field can appeal to 

the Secretary of State. . And if they do 
not agree, both of them go to the Presi
dent. By that time, the damage has been 
done. 

Mr. HERTER. No, from the practical 
point of view today, all of this is bein·g 
done by the foreign missions, every one 
of which is headed by an Ambassador. 
There has never been any effort either 
by the military or by the ECA to take 
from the Ambassador his primary re
sponsibility as the chief American offi
cial in any foreign country. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. KEATING. I am very interested, 

as the gentleman knows, that there be 
no interference with the handling of the 
military end items by the Department of 
Defense. Does the gentleman feel that 
the other provisions of this bill are suf
ficient, and that this reservation is not 
necessary in order that the Department 
of Defense may handle the military end 
items throughout the bill? 

Mr. HERTER. The intent is perfect
ly clear. The way this is drafted, the 
President can reserve to himself rights 
which upset all the rest of the intent of 
the bill. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Is it not true that on this 

recent subcommittee trip to Europe in 
every country we asked our Ambassador 
whether our ECA or military representa
tives carrying on this program had in
terfered with his functions as chief of 
mission and chief spokesman for the 
United States, and whether there had 
been in fact two voices speaking for 
the United States, one the voice of the 
Ambassador and the other the voice of 
the ECA, stronger because he had the 
money bags, and in every single case 
they told us that had not been the situ
ation? We are not trying here to weak
en our foreign service. We are trying 
to get a short-term, hard-headed, effi
cient organization which can carry on 
this as a business operation. 

Mr. HERTER. The gentleman is 
quite correct. I know of one case where 
an American Ambassador was in trou
ble continuously with the ECA repre
sentative, and, I am frank to admit, that 
that particular Ambassador has long 
since been replaced, and should have 
been replaced long before the trouble 
arose. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 
. Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RoosEVELT as a 

substitute amendment: On page 16, line 24, 
strike out the word "or" and substitute the 
words "for personal exercise such other 
powers and functions of a military charac
ter as the President may." 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield that I may make 
a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield to the gen
tleman from Montana. 
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Mr. MANSFIELD. I ask unanimous 

consent that au · debate on this amend
ment and all amendments thereto close 
in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

move that all debate on this amend
ment and all amendments thereto close 
in 15 minutes. 

The question was taken and the mo
tion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, as 
I understand the arguments of the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] and the 

·gentleman from Massachusetts · [Mr. 
HERTER], they fear that the present lan
guage would permit the President of the 
United States to delegate authority to 
the Secretary of State and through him 
set up another agency. My amendment 
completely eliminates that possibility, 
because he says he may reserve to him
self "for personal exercises." In other 
words, he can only reserve those powers 
which he personally is going .to ·exer
cise, or such other powers and functions 
of a military character as the President 
may delegate to the Secretary of De
fense. · That takes . care of Mr. KEAT
ING's problem, which I think all of us are 
in agreement · with, that the Secretary 
of Defense must run this military pro
gram. 

Let me just touch on that proposition 
for a second. I look ·upon this NATO · 
army as in effect just another one of our 

' armies in the defense of the freedom of 
the world. I think the Secretary of De
fense has the prime responsibility which 
no other official of the Government ought 
to have anything to do with, when it 
comes down to arming that army. It is 
not going to be worth anything unless it 
is properly equipped. The only service 
who can properly equip it is our Defense 
Department and our military services. 

I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
VoRYS] might accept this wording~ 
Would the gentleman consider accept
ing this amendment, because I have 
limited these powers which the Presi
dent has reserved to himself only to those 
which he will exercise personally, and 
such other powers and functions of a 
military character as the President may ~ 
delegate to the Secretary of Defense? 
I think I have met the gentleman's ob
jection. 

Mr. VORYS. I have only had a brief 
time to consider it, but so far I certainly 
would not agree. I will explain my rea
sons in my own time. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield. 
Mr. HERTER. When the gentleman 

speaks about exercise by the President of 
his own personal power, would that not 
mean that he could delegate within his 
own office, turn over all the money to 
Harriman to spend as his personal repre
sentative? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. No. Under the 
section that I read before, the President 
cannot turn over to Mr. Harriman or to 
anybody, unless the Congress of the 
United States has written it into the 
legislation. Here we say that he cannot 

' I 

reserve any power except that which he 
is going to personally exercise. That 
does not mean perS"onally exercised by 
Mr. Harriman or it does not mean per
sonally exercised by anybody else in his 
office. "Personally exercised by the 
President" means just what it says. I 
cannot agree with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HERTER]. 

The CHAIRMAN . . The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min
ute in order to ask the majority whip if 
he can inform the House as to the pro
gram for next week. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, I am 

happy to comply with the request of the 
distinguished minority whip. 

On Monday we will have the Consent 
Calendar. Following the Consent Cal
endar the supplemental appropriation 
bill for 1952. I believe it was pointed 
out earlier in the day that this is a rather 
important supplemental appropriation 
bill, and it is quite likely that there will 
be one or two sharp controversies. I 
mention that in order that Members may 
know how to govern themselves on Mon
day with reference to this supplemental 
appropriation bill. 

On Tuesday we will have the Private 
Calendar and following that Senate Joint 
Resolution 42. That is an interstate oil 
compact. 

The ru1e ·provides, I believe, for 1 hour 
of ge·neral debate. Of course, there are 
primaries in the State of New York on 
Tuesday, and we would expect if a record 
vote were requested on this joint resolu
tion or any other matter for that day to 
ask unanimous consent that the roll call 
go over until Wednesday. 

Following this legislation, Mr. Chair
man, we shall undoubtedly get the con
ference report on the Defense Housing 
Act. I understand that the conferees 
hope to reach an agreement so that it 
can be filed about Monday. Then, of 
course, we may get the Civil-functions 
appropriation bill conference report. 
That will then leave two other confer
ence reports, Armed Services and State 
and Justice, that have not yet been 
passed by the Senate. Should they be 
passed and come out of conference dur
ing the week, we would, of course, get 
those conference reports also. If they 
are not, we would expect later in the 
week to propose a continuing resolution 
for those departments whose appropria
tion bills are not yet out of conference. 

Mr. ARENDS. I thank the majority 
whip. I was very hopeful that we could 
get all these things cleaned up by the 
middle of the week. 

Mr. PRIEST. I assure the gentleman 
that we will get through them just as 
rapidly as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GRossJ is recognized. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, we are 
hearing again the same euphonious ar
guments in favor of this bill that have 
been dished up for the· last 2 years. 
. Look at the cover to the report on 

this bill. What does it say-Mutual se.:. 

curity Act of 1951. Well, first of all how 
"mutual" is · this security? How much 
mutuality has been demonstrated in 
Ko·rea? Let the figures speak for them
selves-less than a thousand dead listed 
for the countries that even claim to be 
fighting with American troops in Korea. 
And how much mutuality has been dem
onstrated in financing that war? The 
United States has footed the entire bill 
and we are told again this afternoon 
that we will probably be called on soon 
to gouge out of the American taxpay
ers' pockets another $5,000,000,000 to 

. finance what was stupidly called a police 
action when it started more than a year 
ago. 

And then we read this title to the 
bill: 

To maintain the security and promote the 
foreign policy and provide for the general 
welfare of the United States by furnishing 
assistance to friendly nations in the interest 
of international peace and security. 

Who, from some sweet land of milk 
and honey, dreams up the lyrical titles 
to these huge spending bills? And then 
we read on through this bill to find more 
verbal tripe, attempting to justify the 
spending of billions so that the nations 
receiving this dole may, and I quote, 
''meet their responsibilities." 

When, I a:sk, is this Congress going to 
begin thinking in terms of the responsi
bilities that are being loaded on our own 
Americans, their children, and the chil
dren yet unborn? 
. Beyond the high-sounding words in 

this bill° and in the report · I find noth
ing describing how ECA money was used 
to build a gambling casino in France and 
a plush night club in Italy. 

I hold in my hand a clipping from the 
Daily American, an English-language 
newspaper published in Rome, which de
scribes a cocktail party for a newly ar
rived American pooh-bah in the Italian 
capitol. The date is April 1, 1951-so 
it is not ancient by any means. 

A friend of mine, who made this avail
able said: 

I think you _will be amused by this guest 
list at a cocktail party given upon the ar
rival of a new American official in Rome. 
I believe its the longest one ever printed in 
this paper. About 80 percent of the guests 
were Embassy, military, or ECA people in 
Rome. 

Then my friend adds: 
It's easy to throw parties like that when 

you can get diplomatic booze for $1 a bottle 
and cigarettes at $1 a carton. 

Social life in American .diplomacy, he · 
says, apparently has picked up again. 
. Yes, no matter how well American tax

payers' pockets are being emptied to pay 
the bills, social life for the American 
policy makers in foreign lands must go 
on as usual. 

I ha·1e listened to most of this debate 
and I haven't heard any of the propo
nents of this measure describe the prog
ress that is being made by the ECA 
spenders in building of roads in the 
jungles of British Africa, the French 
Cameroons and the Belgian Congo. Ad
ditional millions of American dollars. are 
going into road building in French Indo
china, Siam, Malaya, Burma, New Cale
donia, and the British East Indies; This 
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while the people of our -own States and 
municipalities are bonding themselves 
to build roads and whooping up proper
ty and other taxes to pay the bills. 

And how many-foreign troop divisions, 
in being, are we going to get out of the 
billions we are now spending on arms 
and equipnent for them? How many 
have been produced to date? The net 
results for the billions already swept 
down foreign drains are virtually nil, ex
cept to provide jobs for a bunch of high 
priced foreign experts antj consultants 
of every · stripe. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. KENNEDY] says in effect that Eisen
hower is trying to force European coun
tries into building an integrated army. 
Are we sending American boys to Europe 
to fight communism who may have to 
depend upon that quality of troops for 
help? If that is true, then we should 
lose no time in withdrawing our troops 
to the continental United States instead 
of sending more of them abroad. 

And the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. HERTER] says the question is 
whether we will stand up with these for
eigners. 

It is never a question with the inter
nationalists of whether the people of 
other countries will stand up with us. 

How much longer do we propose to 
listen to the siren songs of these inter
nationalists f How much longer is it 
proposed to make chumps of the Ameri-
can people? · 

I say there is no better time than right 
now to cut off this so-called ECA spend
ing and limit military 'assistance to the 
support of our troops now in Europe. 

Not another dime · and not another 
American soldier until these foreign gov
ernments and the people of these foreign 
countries show a complete willingness to 
work and, if necessary, fight for freedom 
and justice in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VoRYSJ is recognized. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, listen
ing to the reading of the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from New York 
I was struck by the words that the Presi
dent may reserve something to himself 
for personal exercise. I was afraid it 
would refer to a naval base at Key West. 
I was opposed to it right then and there, 
because I did not think we should reserve 
. anything to the President for personal 
exercise. 

Reading a little further into it and 
considering it more seriously, I still think 
that it does not accomplish what we 
had in mind. You will remember that 
we turn over with certain exceptions 
the powers of the President in the MDAP 
law to the new Administrator. That 
law is 22 pages long. I shall not attempt 
to read it to you here, but if we leave in 
the original language, and I fear if we 
leave in the lJLnguage of the substitute 
we may find that we have turned over 
to the President a lot of things that we 
expected the new Administrator should 
do. I therefore hope, . Mr. Chairman, 
that the substitute will be defeated, and
that the amendment taking out this 
general reserv.ation of powers of the 
-President in this 22-page bill will be 
adopted. 

XCVII-647 

My friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
STEFAN] in his. opposition to this amend
ment is very frankly opposing all of title 
V fCJr reasons that, of course, were very 
valid to him. Were conditions otherwise 
I might be inclined to join with him be
cause I look forward to the day when we 
shall have a department of foreign af
fairs, when all of these matters will be 
under one head. But for the present, 
since the President himself wants to con
tinue the ECA head as an independent 
executive, and since this bill proposes the 
MDAP head as art independent execu
tive, I do not see any possibility of ar
riving at the form of organization which 
the gentleman from Nebraska contem
plates. Overc;eas, as well as in this coun
try, this organization of title V is pre
cisely the same as now exists under the 
ECA law; in fact, much of the language 
is copied from that law. So I hope the 

. House will help us rectify what I feel was 
a little mistake we made in the drafting 
of this bill so that the bill can go back_ 
to the form which the committee con
sidered and reconsidered so carefully 
before it hastily adopted the language 
which my amendment seeks to strike 
from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. RoosEVE·LT]. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that my substi
tute be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk reread the Roosevelt sub

stitute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. ROOSEVELT]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. RoosEVEL_T) there 
were-ayes 66,.noes 126. 

So the substitute was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VORYS]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. RoosEVELT) there 
were ayes 134, noes 91. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HERTER: On 

page 26, line 16, after "July 1", strike out 
"1950" and insert "1949." 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is purely a correction of a 
clerical error so as to make the language 
of the bill conform with the clearly ex
pressed language as shown in the report . . 
I am sure there is no objection to this 
amendment by the chairman or th,e 
members of the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, if 
the gentleman will yield, that is a cor-. 
rect statement, and I join with the gen
tleman in that request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHIPERFIEID. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks at this point in the RECORD • .. Jii.l. 

The CHAiRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 

I have grave misgivings about H. R. 5113, 
not because of its objectives, but because 
I have serious doubts whether this bill, 
as part of a longer-range program, will 
keep us from becoming involved in 
world war III. 

Our foreign policy to establish the 
North Atlantic Pact was determined by 
the executive branch of our Government. 
It was consuma ted by our signing a 
treaty with certain countries of western 
Europe. This treaty was only confirmed 
by the Senate, and the House of Repre
sentatives had no voice in establishing 
this policy. 

Under article IX. of the Atlantic Pact 
it was agreed to set up a council of the 
n!ttions irivo~ved whose duties are to 
plan for their common defense and se
curity. This · resulted in the · formation 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza
tion commonly called~ NATO. They in 
turn proposed plans for the defense of 
Western Europe. The United States 
was then asked to give military and eco
nomic assistance to the NATO countries. 
The House of Representatives was asked 
to implement this program and only 
then did we have an active voice in de
termining whether we approved of such 
a policy. · 

The authorization for such a program 
was submitted to the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of which I am a member: In 
1949, Congress approved giving military 
assistance of a limited amount to the 
NATO nations. At that time, in a 
minority report, several members of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, including 
myself, questioned the effectiveness of 
such a program and expressed grave 
doubts whether we could establish a 
ground defense in Europe that would be 
successful against the Soviet's well
known power in that· respect. 

tn our report we suggest.ed alternative 
courses of action and argued that the 
emphasis for defending Europe should 
be on air power strategically based and 
maintained in a constant state of readi
ness to meet the impact of sudden ag
gression. It seemed to us there was a 
very real danger that after pouring into 
Europe billions of dollars of economic aid 
under the Marshall plan and billions of 
dollars of military assistance we still 
would not be strong enough in that area 
to prevent Russia and her allies from 
overrunning Europe and nullifying all 
our efforts. 

In my considered judgment that is 
still the situation today. How can any
one judge the Marshall plan and our 
military assistance up to date as a success 
.with this great threat confronting us? 

But now we must consider what is best 
to · do. under existing circumstances and 
face the facts as they are today. It 
does no good to say that one prefers an
other foreign policy which is nonexist
ent. For example, many believe the best 
way of maintaining the peace and our 
own security would be to make ourselves 
strong at home and n.ot attempt to de
fend all the critical areas of the world 
from communistic aggression. It is 
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thought by attempting to do so we would 
place such an economic burden on the 
economy of our country that we would 
weaken ourselves at home. By spread
ing our military strength over a great 
many strategic areas ·of the world, we 
would weaken our strength to such an 
extent that we would make ourselves 
vulnerable to the forces which confront 
us in a number of vital spots around the 
periphery of Russia and her satellites. 

But wishful thinking does no good. 
We are confronted with actualities. No 
one can deny the fact our foreign policy 
has been determined primarily to def end 
Western Europe from aggression and to 
assist so far as possible the countries 
friendly to ourselves. No one can con
tradict the fact the President, the State 
Department, the armed services, and the 
Chiefs of Staff have agreed to furnish 
for the defense of Western Europe six 
divisions and the accompanying divi
sional slices. This means 400,000 of our 
men are going to be sent to Europe and 
England. Three hundred and forty 
thousand of them will compose the six 
divisions and their supporting units. 
Sixty thousand will be in our Air Force. · 
We have also committed our naval forces 
to the Baltic and Mediterranean areas. 
Already three divisions are in Europe, 
plus a large percentage of our tactical 
and strategic Air Force. 

The .question then arises, What are we 
going to do about the situation as it 
actually exists? Does it do any good to 
say that our policy should be to with
draw from Europe and make ourselves 
strong at home? Does it do any good 
to advocate the policy some of us wish, 
that we rely chiefiy on air power? The 
fact that our men are in Europe and our 
military strength, tanks, guns, and other 
materiel are being poured into that area 
nullifies such a contention. 

There! ore, those who would take the 
position that we should not have at
tempted a foreign policy to defend Eu
rope, by means of ground forces in Eu
rope, are faced with the reality that the 
administration's policy to rely on ground 
troops is actively being carried out-and 
there is no practical way to stop it. 

This program has already been in 
active operation for 2 years, and there 
is not the slightest doubt that this bill, 
giving aid for the third year, will pass. 
We are, therefore, confronted with a 
Hobson's choice-no choice at all. With 
our boys and materiel in Europe, we are 
faced with the respon~ibility _of, first, 
whether we should abandon them, or, 
second, the uncalculated risk of going 
ahead with the program and furnishing 
all the assistance possible as quickly as 
it can be done. 

As I said before, this is a Hobson's 
choice-no choice at all. But I can see 
no alternative, as long as the policy has 
been established and our boys and mili
tary strength have been committed, but 
to take the one course that is left-even 
with its admitted danger, risk and pos
sible disastrous result-and give every 
possible assistance to our own forces and 
our allies. 

As I have indicated, I thought this 
task an almost impossible undertaking; 
and while I would not be a forecaster of 
doom, I would not prophecy, on the 

basis of present information, that the ad
ministration's policy will be successful. 
However, since there is apparently no 
other alternative course, I see no way 
out but to attempt the almost impossible 
and hope for the best. We have success
fully faced crises in the past. We can 
do so again. 

At the request of General Eisenhower, 
a number of members of Congress from 
the Foreign Affairs Committee and the 
Armed Services Committee and the Ap
propriations Committee were sent to Eu
rope for a quick survey of actual condi
tions. I think it was generally agreed 
by those who made this trip that Gen
eral ·Eisenhower is making a prodigious 
effort to unify Western Europe and is 
urging the NATO countries to make the 
maximum effort in their common de
fense. I feel he has made real progress 
in this regard despite the many obstacles 
with which he has been confronted. But 
there is still a great deal left to be done. 

We had an opportunty to see at first 
hand some of the cooperative effort that 
is being made for our mutual defense. 
In England I was impressed with the 
way the English and ourselves are work
ing together in the field of strategic air 
defense. Their filers are learning to use 
our planes and seemed to be working 
with us in the closest harmony. 

We also saw the efficient way the 
French and Italians operated our tanks, 
artillery, and other equipment. 

The basic question in my mind has al
ways been and still is whether, in spite 
of our prodigious efforts, the great eco
nomic burdens we are assuming with in
creased taxes, which we will be com
pelled to pay, and the obvious hardships 
upon our people that will be incurred 
will be sufficient to attain the peace w~ 
all so much desire; or will it result in a 
fiasco beyo_nd the comprehension of any 
previous disaster in the course of history. 
That is the question I asked time after 
time of our military and civilian leaders 
in Europe; namely, if we are fortunate 
enough to be able to complete the pro
gram which has been agreed upon, and 
which admittedly will take time, would 
it be adequate and successful in defend
ing Western Europe. I was repeatedly 
assured that it would. 

Of course this program is primarily 
designed for the defense of one area; 
namely, Western Europe. Danger could 
break out in other critical places of the 
world which might by necessity cause 
us to divert our maximum effort from 
the NATO countries to other areas. 

As I have indicated, I am willing to 
support this military program even in 
spite of the grave doubts I have of its 
ultimate success. I do believe that time 
is on our side and that every day that 
goes by our military strength increases. 
I do believe that we need allies and if 
we can bring about unity of thought and 
purpose and a genuine determination to 
bring peace and security to the free 
world, we strengthen our own security. 
I believe strength begets strength; and 
that strength is the only weapon for 
peace Russia will recognize. 

But I now turn to the situation that 
gives me even more concern than the 
military phases of this bill. It is pro
posed to spend almost $2,000,000,000 for 

economic aid and point 4 aid under this 
bill to help almost every country in the 
world. Admittedly there are many back
ward countries that need our economic 
assistance. Admittedly there are many 
backward countries that need our tech
nical advice. But when we are con
fronted with a military exigency, that is, 
in my opinion, the most dangerous that 
has confronted this country since the 
American Revolution, whether it is eco
nomically feasible to go forward as in 
normal times . with programs to assist 
almost every area in the world seems 
questionable. I am very .doubtful of the 
wisdom of such a course. 

Even conceding the objectives of such 
a program of economic aid are worthy, 
it seems to me there are limitations on 
our own economy to carry out these 
programs when we are confronted with 
such an enormous military program. 

Already the House has approved al
most $69,000,000,000 for our own national 
defense. Now we are asked to add close 
to $7,500,000,000 for an additional mili
tary effort and economic aid in Western 
Europe and other areas. 

All through the testimony we were told 
how beneficial this aid would be to the 
countries involved, but we had no wit
ness who exclusively told us what the 
economic impact would be on this coun
try. This seems wrong. 

While our committee, under the able 
leadership of our colleague, Mr. RICH
ARDS, · did· make a cut from the amount 
requested by the administration of $651,-
250,000, I do not feel this is sufficient. 
But even if we are not successful in se
curing a larger cut than contained in 
this bill, this savings would still pay 
the salary of the 435 Members of this 
House for almost 120 years. 

Undoubtedly some of the point 4 pro
grams could be set aside for more normal 
times when the strain on our economic 
resources would not be so great. 

With perhaps one or two exceptions, 
there is no question the countries of 
Western Europe which have been so 
greatly aided by ourselves could do with
out further general economic assistance. 
According to a report of the ECA issued 
July 30, 1951, ·Western Europe's indus
trial production has increased by 44 per
cent over 1938 levels; their exports have 
in'creased 15 percent. None of them are 
devoting to their military effort more 
than 7 percent of their gross national 
product. Under these circumstances, 
how can we justify continuing general 
economic aid? 

We have conditions here at home 
which certainly require our attention 
and need Federal assistance. While I 
am perfectly aware that the extra mili
tary effort on the part of the countries 
of Western Europe is an additional strain 
on their economy, I maintain that this 
additional burden should not be ab
sorbed by us because we are also strain
ing our economy to the last notch when 
you consider we are· taking from our peo
ple $54,000,000,000 in taxes this year and 
will impose additional tax burdens for 
this foreign-assistance program. 

This bill has in it $840,000,000 of eco
nomic aid to compensate for the extra 
military effort of these countries. That 
means the United States is assuming 
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most of the additional burden. It is 
certainly questionable whether we should 
even go this far, but rather make them 
assume the additional defense effort. 
We are all equally concerned about our 
mutual security and the other countries 
should make as much of a sacrifice as 
we are making. 

If we give them this additional eco
nomic aid because of their extra defense 
effort, we are in reality paying for their 
defense effort. But more than that, 
when we furnish these countries $840,-
000,000 because of that effort, we create 
almost that amount of counterpart funds 
that is available for their use. Certainly 
under these conditions very little extra 
effort is required from these countries. 
This should not be the case. 

In passing I do want to comment on a 
few of the provisions of this bill which I 
believe are constructive. 

First. I feel that the setting up of an 
independent agency which will have 
under its jurisdiction military, economic, 
and other assistance to our allies, under 
a single administrator, is a step in the 
right direction. 

Second. I firmly believe that the pro
visions of this bill which make it obliga
tory to make 20 percent of the economic 
funds available as loans and not grants is 
sound. 

Third. I believe the provisions of this 
bill in respect to point 4 program and 
technical assistance which require that 
the recipient countries put up at least the 
same amount we are spending will be 
most helpful in preventing unjustified 
hand-outs. 

Fourth. The fact that 11 percent of 
our own defense production of military 
end items can be transferred to our 
allies, if our Chiefs of Staff deem it to 
our own best interest, may help to speed 
up our common defense. If we do take 
this method of getting the necessary ma
teriel to our allies, it will not be an ad
ditional burtlen upon the taxpayers of 
this country, but will be in lieu of. Be
cause to that extent, it will not be nec
essary to carry out the additional pro
grams requested in this bill. Whatever 
is furnished from our domestic stocks 
will be · deducted from the amount au
thorized in this program. 

Therefore, ·in conclusion, I believe 
when we take up this bill under the 5-
minute rule, we should scrutinize section 
by section the amounts requested and so 
far as it can be done, without revealing 
security secrets, we should justify the 
military provisions of this bilL 

So far as the economic and technical 
part is concerned, I cannot help but be
lieve, from some of the testimony I 
heard, which was some 1,600 pages that 
was made public and 1,700 pages taken 
in executive session, that a great many 
further cuts can be made in the economic 
part of this program. Every dollar au
thorized should be fully justified and if 
not justified, it should be stricken from 
the bill. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, · 
I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. REES Of Kan

sas: On page 13, line 6, strike out "one hun
dred" and insert "sixty" and in line 9 strike 
out "twenty-five" and insert "ten." 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
you will observe .in the bill before us 
with respect to the organization of this 
Mutual Security Administration, it is 
provided that there shall be an Admin
istrator, a Deputy Administrator, and 
that the Administrator may hire as many 
employees as he deems proper under the 
Civil Service Act. It further provides 
that not to exceed 100 may be com
pensated at rates higher than grade 15, 
which means from $11,500 to $14,000, and 
25 not in excess of $15,000 per annum. 

I have been unable to determine how 
many people they are going to employ 
under the mutual-assistance provisions 
of this act. Somewhere between four 
and five thousand are · presently em
ployed under the ECA, most of them 
at higher-than-average salaries. How 
many more will be employed under this 
bill, nobody seems to know. I have tried 
to find out, but they say that has to be 
determined after the organization is set 
up. 

I am call~ng attention to a thing that 
has appeared almost identically in many 
other bills. These people say they will 
hire employees under the Civil Service 
Act but "we will put in a few more a,t 
a higher salary." Then they tell you 
they are unable to secure persons quali
fied for some particular job, and there
fore they have to go above-ceiling 
salaries. The number here is 100. 
Rather than strike the whole thing out, 
I have offered a compromise, so that with 
respect to the 10 instead of 25 they will 
get as high as $15,000, and with respect 
to the remainder, whi'ch I have cut 
down to 60-and this is mild-they would 
get somewhere between $11,000 and 
$14,000. This bill involves an additional 
charge against the people of this country 
of an average $250 per family per year 
across the Nation, that a comparative 
little item does not seem to amount to 
very much. But it could be as much as 
$100,000 per year. I am talking about 
the principle of the thing. We can get 
along without these extra people here 
at $15,000 a year. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Minne
sota, who knows more about this legis
lation than most of us. 

Mr. JUDD. I offered essentially the 
same amendment in the committee, ex
cept that I made it 75 instead of 100 and 
left the 25 as is. We had the same pro
vision in the ECA Act. They used 43 
people. They have had authorization up 

-to 100. This seems to me a standing in
vitation to go out and get super-duper 
people who are not necessary. I think 
the 25 figure should stand, because I 
would hope that the Administrator 
would get as the chief of mission in each 
of these countries the highest grade fel
low he could get, and he cannot do it 
really for less than $15,000. I wish the 
gentleman would strike out the first por
tion of his amendment, which reduces 
the 25 to 10, and then I think we would 
go along with him on the reduction from 
100 to 60. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I do appreciate 
your statement and I wish I could go 
all along with you, but we are still let-

ting them have 10 at $15,000, which is 
enough. The others will still get a pret
ty good-sized salary. They will get be
tween $11,000 and $14,000, and that is a 
pretty good-sized salary for appointees 
that are appointed without demand for 
particular qualifications except as the 
Administrator sees fit to appoint them. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. That is equal to the 
compensation of the Members of this 
House, and they get· that position with
out going through a political campaign. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. They are 
purely appointees, that is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
distinguished chairman of this com
mittee. 

Mr. RICHARDS. I am inclined b 
agree with the gentleman from Minne
sota that if the gentleman would just 
apply his amendment to the second part 
of it we would go along with this. This 
provision in this bill was taken bodily 
out of the old ECA Act, as to the admin
istration of the ECA Act. But remem
ber, with the Administrator provided for 
herein you have to cover a lot more ter
ritory than the old Administrator did. 
He has military aid, he has interna
tional development under point 4, and he 
has economic aid. You cannot hog-tie 
him to the extent the gentleman has just 
suggested. If the gentleman will ac
cept the modification to the 'extent sug
gested by the gentleman from Minne
sota, we will go along with it. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. This paragraph 
reads as follows: 

Officers, employees, agents, and attor
neys may be employed by the Administrator 
for duty within the continental limits of 
the United States in accordance with the 
provisions of the civil-service laws and the 
Classification Act of 1949. 

So you may employ these people within 
the limits of the United States, the. peo
ple we are talking about in this par
ticular paragraph. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I yield to the 
gentleman· from Georgia. 

Mr. COX. What is the reduction that 
is made in the first part of the gentle
man's amendment? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. It is compara
tively small, but it totals a few thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. COX. How much? 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I am asking 

them to cut down the number who get 
$15,000 from 100 to 60 in this .bracket. 
They are asking for 100 and they had 43 
in ECA. 

Mr. COX. Why not bargain with the 
gentleman and suggest 75. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I should like 
to. I would be happy if I could, but it 
is a compromise I am offering now. 

Mr. COX. Would 75 be satisfactory to 
the gentleman? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I would like to, 
but I think we ought to strike the whole. 
thing out. I am just bargaining to this 
extent. 
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Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes an 

authorization to spend an additional 
$7,800,000,000 for what is described as 
mutual assistance for foreign countries. 
Approximately $2,500,000,000 is for for
eign aid and $5,000,000,000 for military 
assistance to other countries, including 
European countries, also in Asia and 
some in South America. 

Mr. Chairman, I would remind you 
that this authorization of almost $8,000,-
000,000 is in addition to the billions of 
dollars already expended to European 

' and some Asiatic countries. This legis~ 
lation is in addition to $56,000,000,000 
that this Congress appropriated only re
cently for the military defenses of this 
country; and in addition to $5,700,000,000 
earmarked for military construction; 
and in addition to $4,500,000,000 we have 
expended in Korea. This makes a total 
of $72,000,000,000 authorized or appro
priated within a period of a few months. 
This in addition to an unexpended bal
ance of $1,500;000,000 of ECA funds on 
hand, and military money for Europe of 
$3,000,000,000. 

I would- remind you, too, that the mili
tary authorities have the right, if they 
can justify such expenditure, to _spend 
as much as 11 percent of the $56,000,-
000,000 for military aid, for assistance in 
Europe and other foreign countries. 

Mr. Chairman, I supported legislation 
providing for billions of dollars for de
f.enses in this country, and because pf 
commitments made with certain Euro~ 
pean countries, i have also .supported a 
considerable .amount of funds to carry 
otit such commitments. I think, i,.ow
ever, there must be a time when we 
should call a halt in the authorizations 
and appropriations against. the people 
of this country, especially in considera
tion of tremendous sums already appro
priated. 

Our country at this moment is facing 
insolvency. America cannot withstand 
aggressors, no matter who or where they 
are, if she herself is not solvent. 

Do you realize that since the begin
ning of foreign-aid programs, the United 
States has given, granted, or loaned 
foreign nations more than $125,000,000,-
000? We are told that in order to stop 
the spread of communism, it is neces
sary that we spend billions more. This 
bill is an authoriZa.tion of approximately 
$8,000,000,000. The plan is for 3 years. 
That makes an obligation against this 
country of $24,000,000,000. I would re
mind you that the mere appropriation of 
these billions of dollars from an insol
vent Treasury is not the answer to the 
problem. I should add right here, too, 
that this measure is ~urrounded by some 
mystery. Certain facts, they say, must 
be withheld from Congress. 

Let me read the report of the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. It says, and 
I quote: 

The bill authorizes an appropriation of 
$5,028,000,000 to Europe in :fiscal 1952. This 
:figure was arrived at by careful consideration 
by the committee of detailed programs for 
each country, of the items of equipment to 
be received, and the cost of transporting 
such equipment and the necessary training 
expenses. These facts cannot be presented 
for security reasons. 

Will the future employees of this or
ganization be better security risks than 
Members of Congress? There is no one 
in Government any more entitled to the 
facts than the elected representatives of 
the people. The mystery surrounding 
the programs of military and economic 
assistance should be lifted. Russia will 
know all these things in due course. 
Why should the American people be re
fused information which up to the 
present time has been not only common 
knowledge, but been used time and again 
for educational purposes by the Voice of 
America? 

Mr. Chairman, I remind you again 
that I have voted for a strong and effi
cient Air Force costing millions and bil
lions of dollars. I have voted for other 
billions for the defense of this country 
and for the prosecution of the Korean 
war. 

There must be a limit somewhere. Let 
me repeat, this legislation is in addi
tion to fifty-six billion appropriation for 
defense only a few days ago. It is in 
addition to five billion seven hundred 
million already earmarked for military 
construction and is in addition to four 
and a half marked for Korea. I remind 
yo~ again there is approximately $5,000,-
000,000 already appropriated and not yet 
expended, most of which is !or Europe 
and Asi~. I also remind you again that 
11 percent of the $56,000,000,000 above 
mentioned, may be expended for the . 
mil~tary in Europe and Asia. . 

·Mr. Chairman, I think we had better : 
look the situation over pretty carefully 
before we proceed to authorize and ex
pend more billions of dollars of the tax
payers of this country. Of course we 
want world peace, but we cannot expect 
to achieve that objective entirely by ex
hausting our country's resources and 
sending them to foreign countries. You 
cannot buy friendship in · this manner, 
especially when you are bankrupting our 
own country. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. KEATING. Would the gentle
man's amendment lend itself to a divi
sion so that we could vote separately on 
the two parts? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two 
parts to the amendment, and it is divis
ible. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
that it be divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the first portion of the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first por
tion of the amendment be read, so that 
we will know what it is we are voting on. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read as fallows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. REES of Kan
sas: Page 13, line 6, strike out "one hundred" 
and insert "sixty." 

The question was taken; and on a divi- . 
sion <demanded by Mr. REES of Kansas). 
there were-ayes 114, noes 97. 

So the first portion of the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The Clerk will report the second por
tion of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows. 
Amendment offered by Mr. REES of Kan

sas: On page 13, line 9, strike out "twenty
five" and insert "ten." 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. REES of Kansas), 
there were-ayes 109, noes 115. 

So the second portion of the amend
ment was rejected. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment, which is at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment o1Iered by Mr. BONNER: Page 

38, strike out line 15 and insert the follow
ing: "state; 

"(f) guarantees by the eligible nation that 
it will notify the United States whenever it 
ceases to use any equipment or material fur
nished to it under this act (other 
than equipment or material furnished 
under terms requiring the nation to reim
burse the United States in full there
for) for the purposes of this act and that 
it will transfer title to, and possession of, 
such equipment or material to the United 
States (1) for return to the continentai 
United States for salvage or scrap, or (2) 
for such other disposition as the President 
shall deem to be in the interest of the 
United States." 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is offered by the Committee 
on Expenditures from a subcommittee of 
which I -am chairman. The idea of the 
amendment arose during the investiga
tion of surplus prope;rty _given by the 
United states Government for rehabili
tation pun)oses to the countries of 
Europe, our allies, during the last World 
War. During the hearings on our inves
tigation, it was found that much of the 
material that we had given to our allies 
in Europe was sold to surplus-property 
dealers and returned to the United States 
and sold within the States, some of it 
actually sold to the national defense for 
fabulous profits. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BONNER. I yield. 
Mr. RICHARDS. I have been listen

ing to the gentleman carefully, and I 
know the good work which his committee 
has been · doing. I have studied this 
amendment and we have looked it over 
and I believe you have a good amendment 
and we will accept it. 

Mr. BONNER. I appreciate that very 
much, but I would like to say one more 
thing about the amendment and the pur
pose of the amendment. 

We are really shipping abroad our na
tional resources, and unless some of this 
material is returned to be used for the 
purpose of scrap in th,is country, some 
day we will find out that Europe has 
much of the things that we should have 
that we do not have on account of our 
generosity. I doubt very much whether 
it would be returned in the same spirit 
and manner as we are now sending it 
abroad. 

Mr. BROWNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BONNER. I yield to the gentle-
man from Indiana. · 

Mr. BROWNSON. As a member of the 
gentleman's subcommittee, may I -com-
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pliment him on tlie presentation of this 
amendment, and also thank the chair
man of the committee for accepting this 
amendment which has been so carefully 
worked out and which I hope will result 
in safeguarding the money which we are 
about to offer on a blank-check basis. 

Mr. BONNER. I appreciate the gen
tleman·~ contribution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BONNER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Certainly. 
Mr. RICHARDS. I wonder if we can

not get .some agreement as to time on 
this bill. 

Mr. VORYS. Would the gentleman 
ascertain how many amendments are 
proposed, and then button it down to so 
many minutes per amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the 
last report, there are 10 amendments 
on the desk, ·and they are still coming in. 
There are now 12. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the bill close in 1 hour. That will give 
5 minutes for each amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN~ Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? · , 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on the bill and all amendments thereto 
close in 1 hour and 20 minutes. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, reserving the right to object, may 
I ask if there will be any allowance for 
those who have amendments so that 
they will be able to speak on their 
amendments? 

Mr .. RICHARDS. I would think so; 
I believe the Chair will take care of 
those who have an amendment, if they 
were on their feet, for 5 minutes apiece. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, will the gen
tleman consider cutting it down to 15 
minutes instead of an hour? 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, fur
ther reserving the right to object, may 
I suggest to the chairman of the com
mittee that if he makes the time an hour 
and 20 minutes and there are 12 amend
ments at the desk and the author of 
each amendment has 5 minutes that will 
leave only 5 minutes for the rest of the 
House to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. JUDD. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Chairman, why do you not 
suggest that the time be divided equally 
in favor of and those opposed to each 
amendment? 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, I might say 
to the gentleman from South Carolina 
that I have been informed by a Member 
on our side that he intends to demand 
a reading of the engrossed copy of the 
bill. If that happens, I think, of course, 
it would be impossible to engross the bill 
and read it tonight. Whether or not 
that will make any .change in the situa
tion tonight I do not know. 

Mr. RAYBURN. If we stay here and 
complete the bill tonight and the read
ing of an engrossed copy is demanded 
we i::an vote on the engrossed copy to
morrow, and we certainly would have to 
go over until Monday to get an engrossed 
CO:JY and vote on it, if we do not com
plete the bill tonight. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. GROSS. What is the consent re
quest of tbe gentleman from South Car
olina? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from South Carolina has not submitted 
a request. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that all debate on the bill and all 
amendments thereto close in 1 hour and 
15 minutes. 

'l'he motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from New Mexico [Mr. DEMPSEY] is rec-
ognized. -

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
taken this time to ask certain questions 
of the chairman of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, not in an attempt 
to embarrass him in any way, because 
Mr. RICHARDS and I have been friends 
for a long time. Rather, I am making a 
most earnest and serious endeavor to 
bring out for consideration by this hon
orable body phases of the program to 
be set up by ECA which; to my mind, 
will lead our Nation into an unwar
ranted and undemocratic intrusion into 
the internal economic and political af
fairs of those European nations allied 
with us in the struggle against com
munism. 

I would like to call the attention of 
the chairman of the House Foreign Af
fairs Committee, the members of that 
committee and the Members of this 
House, to a press release by ECA under 
date of July 28, 1951-a couple of weeks · 
ago. 1 wonder if the chairman and the 
members of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee have seen that press release. 
It deals with what it announces to be 
ECA's major new productivity drive in 
Europe. 

The contents of that · press release 
prompted me to seek further and more 
detailed information about the so~called 
production assistance drive to be carried 
out by ECA with funds provided for by · 
the Congress under the terms · of this 
legislation. I obtained from the State 
Department an official copy of the out
line of the plan-which quite properly 
could be termed a directive, I believe
sent to the field officials of ECA through
out the European nations affected. 

So that I could be fully informed about 
what appeared to me to be a plan so 
staggering in its implications of intrusion 
by our Nation into the internal affairs of 
others, I studied carefully the details in 
the official documents provided me by the 
State Department. The more I studied, 
the more convinced I became that, if the 
plan were carried out, this great democ-

,racy of ours could justly be accused of 
overstepping the bounds of international 
propriety and of failing to respect the 
sovereign rights of our allies and friends 
in Europe. I cannot conceive that any 

Member of the Congress would condone 
any such plan, yet we have before us leg
islation which, I believe, will do just that, 
and more. 

Let us, then, consider some of the Ian- . 
guage of the directive sent out to the 
ECA officials in foreign countries, the 
purpose of which, it says, 'is-and I 
quote-"to state the objectives, policies, 
methods, and organization to be utilized 
in mobilizing ECA's resources for an in
tensive program in the field of produc
tion assistance and productivity im-
provement." • 

Consider, if you please, the implica
tions in this language in the ECA direc
tive. I quote: 

ECA is to modify its general policy of 
working only with and through governments 
and will be in direct touch with trade 
unions, individual firms, individual man
agers, trade associations, labor leaders, and 
especially will be working in individual 
plants. We will, of course, be working with 
the concurrence and, hopefully, with the 
help of the governments of the participating 
countries, but not exclusively through those 
governments. 

To me that clearly indicates the inten
tion of ECA to bypass the Government 
and take over the virtual direction of a 
nation's economy to a great degree. It ill 
behooves us, who have most pressing and 
momentous economic problems of our 
own, to attempt to control the economy 
of any other nation, going even to the 
extent of bypassing its government. 
Some of the European nations, I am 
reliably advised, already have offered ob
jections to such an invasion of their sov
ereign rights and violation of their 
national dignity. . 

Let us consider further some of the 
language of the ECA outline of its plan.' 
Again I quote: 

Direct productivity personnel should con
tinuously be aware of the fact that the ef
fort to achieve forced draft improvements 
in applied technology is not just an engi
neering problem, but also a problem of eco
comics, social institutions, psychology, and 
politics in the broadest sense, and should de
velop their program accordingly. 

In view of that language, can there 
be doubt of our intentions? Can any 
other inference be drawn than that we 
propose direct interference in the af
fairs of another country, including its 
economy and its politics? May I sug
gest we put our own house in order be
fore dipping into the internal politics 
of other nations. 

What sort of international relations 
will such a policy on our part create? 
ECA, itself, recognizes that there may be 
trouble ahead, as witness this next state
ment from the official document. I 
quote: 

This plan will have two major advantages. 
First, joint sponsorship by the European 
governments concerned and the United 
States will minimize any charges of inter
vention or any cri1;icism that the program is 
designed indirectly to benefit the · United 
States rather than the citizens of the coun
try. Second, . it is highly desirable to or
ganize the program in such a way that com
plete responsibility for it can be taken over 
by the local government in 2 or 3 years' 
time. 

Are we to become the wol'ld's most 
malign meddlers? In 2 or 3 years, we 

. may, if it pleases the management of 
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ECA, permit a country to run its own 
internal affairs. To me, that sounds like 
an unjustified and brazen impugning of 
a nation's integrity. We may trust 
them to run their own business later. 
It takes no stretch of the imagination to 
know what we would reply to such a 
proposal made to us by another nation. 
We are, however, more forthright than 
the Communists who seek the same ob
jective through infiltration and other 
sinister methods. I, for one, want no 
part of any such plan, no matter how 
high soundthg the name. 

Not content with meddling in the eco
nomic and political affairs of the other 
nations, the ECA plan would tinker with 
the taxation structure of the partici
pating countries. Listen to this. I 
quote: 

The organization should seek to achieve 
necessary improvements in governmental 
and trade association and labor union 
ground rules affecting positive and negative 
incentives to pr?ductivity improvement. 

This, for example-and I am still 
quoting: 

It might sponsor studies and legislation 
to establish tax-adjustment systems which 
would act to encourage ·rather than discour
age investment in productivity, wage in
creases, and price reductions. In the same 
field it should help to protect firms and 
workers cooperating in its program from ad
verse actions and injury by restrictionist 
groups. 

I wonder if the author of that slick 
phrase ever read the Constitution of the 
United States-particularly the rights of 
men. Nations are made up of men. 
Such a plan should be-probably will 
be--offensive to every thinking citizen in 
those other nations. In my humble 
judgment, we are planning to go too 
far-much too far. But that is not all. 
Again I quote: 

Where it is not practicable to bring in 
the productivity agency and its services as 
such, specific clauses bearing on the ob- ' 
jectives of the productivity program along 
the lines of the labor standard clauses in 
United States public contracts, might be 
included in the contracts themselves. 

That, I believe, is further indication 
we are trying to make other nations 
apply our standards to their economy 
whether they fit or not. In other words, 
no matter whether the shoe fits-our 
shoe-put it on and wear it-and like 
it. What could be more fantastic than 
such a proposal coming from a great 
and free nation? 

Now we come to the strong-arm-the 
coercive-part of the plan. Listen, my 
fellow Members, to this closely-for to 
me it sounds much more like a direc
tive-an order-from the Kremlin to the 
slave and satellite nations under Rus
sia's heel, than part of a plan conceived 
in democratic America. I quote: 

Where unusual difficulties are anticipated 
or encountered in securing proper commit
ments from the participating country gov
ernments on this program, ECA, Washing
ton would be willing to consider a recom
mendation that such undertakings be made 
a condition precedent to further allotment 
of program funds to the country involved. 

In brief, that means the other nation 
must let us meddle in its internal af
fairs or tinker with its economy, its 

politics, its tax policies-or else, and 
by "else" we mean the other nation's 
principles must be sacrificed for our 
money. What a travesty on interna
tional justice that would be. 

I recommend the ECA program out
line in its entirety as required reading 
for every Member of the Congress. I 
have merely touched on a few of the 
high spots in the amr ing document. 

We need to carry on that part of the 
ECA work which is good, but in the name 
of American democracy and common 
sense, let us not, under the guise of co
operation and mutual defense against 
communism, seek to take over the econ
omy and the internal affairs of these 
other nations, body and soul. 

It is my firm conviction they would be 
fully justified in saying to us, "Until you 
get your own economy on an even keel, 
keep your hands off ours." 

True, we are spending vast sums to 
help them regain their national strength 
and vigor. Equally true, we are helping 
ourselves at the same time, because that 
renewed strength is being thrown into 
the fight against Communist aggression 
anct lust for world power. 

We must remember, however, that 
long before we were a nation, many of 
those countries were strong and pow
erful nations. They have borne the 
brunt of waste and destruction in at 
least two catastrophic wars. We were 
more fortunate in our homeland. We 
escaped almost unscathed. 

Those nations are destined to be great 
and strong again. They have the lead
ership and the quality of citizenship 
which assures us of that. We have done 
much to restore their virility. We will 
have to do more-at least for another 
year or so. But let them run their own 
affairs. They have done it. They can 
do it. 

Unless we amend this legislation 
properly, we may well be accused later of 
being responsible, through our interfer
ence, for any possible economic setback 
they might suffer. They would be justi
fied, too, in asking us for many addi
tional billions of dollars to repair that 
damage. 

We must never let our Nation assume 
the role of a dictator, even of a benefi
cent dictator. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gen
tleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. RICHARDS. May I say to the 
gentleman I am driving, and I believe 
the committee is driving, at this, if the 
ECA has been doing the things the gen
tleman says they are doing, they should 
be condemned for it. But let me call the 
attention of the gentleman from New 
Mexico to the fact that ECA after this 
year is going to be out of business. It 
will not be here very long if this bill 
passes. So far as I am concerned I will 
join with the gentleman in trying to do 
what he is endeavoring to do. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I thank the gentle
man. What I have read is what was 
given to me by the State Department. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. If the gentleman is 
surprised at that, wait until he sees the 
super duper independent organization 
working in foreign fields, armed with 
diplomatic status plus a satchel full of 
money, bypassing the regular diplomats 
in foreign countries. Yes; they have 
been doing that. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will say to the gen
tleman that I discussed this in part with 
the distinguished chairman. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Juno: Page 36, 

line 5, after the word "this", strike out the 
remainder of the sentence and insert "act." 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, this is 
merely a clarifying amendment to make 
sure the language says what we had in 
mind. I have talked it over with the 
committee, and I understand there is no 
objection. 

Mr. RICHARDS. We accept the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. JunnJ. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VORYS: Page 

32, lines 7 and 23, strike out "military" and 
insert "any", and on page 32, line 16, after 
"Court of Claims", insert "or in the district 
court of the United States in which a such 
owner is a resident." 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an amendment to the patent section so 
that the provisions apply not only to 
military assistance but any assistance, 
and given jurisdiction not only to the 
Court of Claims but to the district court 
in which such owner is a resident. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
of the. opinion· that that is a goQd 
amendment, and we accept the amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The· question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. VORYSJ. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JavITS: Page 37 

after line 2, insert a new section as follows; 
"The Administrator in cooperation with 

the Secretary of Commerce shall facilitate 
and encourage through private l!-nd public 
travel, transport and other agencies, the pro
motion and development of travel by citizens 
of the United States and of recipient coun
tries to and within the recipient countries." 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a very simple one. It 
extends to the other recipient coun
tries-this bill extending to other coun
tries in the Near East, Africa, and the 
Far East-efforts to stimulate travel 
which we have been pursuing with great 
success with respect to Europe and which 
are covered by section 117 (a) of the Eco
nomic Cooperation Act now in effect. 
This amendment would extend the same 
kind of cooperation to the other coun
tries which will be dealt with under this 
act. 

I appreciate the lateness of the hour 
and tl.at the Committee on Foreign Af-
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fairs will have another opportunity to 
review this bill come January next, 
nevertheless I hope that even now we 
can correct this travel question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. JAVITS]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. JAVITs) there 
were-ayes 12, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I 

· off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ARMSTRONG: 

. O:i. page 7, line 17, after "including", insert 
the words "Formosa and other areas under 
the control of Nationalist China." 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I 
am sure that after this long day of im
portant discussion on the bill with the 
necessary differences of opinion it will 
be a happy thing to come to this small 
and noncontroversial amendment. If 
you will refer to page 7 and go down to 
line 16, you will find there in section 301 
the following words: 

In order to carry out in the general area 
of China (including the Republic of the 
Philippines and the Republic of Korea). 

All this amendment seeks to do is bring 
in specifically, as I feel we will all agree 
there should be, the words "Formosa and 
other areas under the control of Na
tionalist China." Thus we shall give 
proper recognition to a very important 
ally of ours in the protection of the free 
world in the Pacific area. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the gen
tleman from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. It is my under
standing that t~e Government of the 
United States, in using the word "China," 
applies it only to the Nationalist Govern
ment of China. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I only wish that 
that interpretation could be generally 
accepted. 

I call the gentleman's attention and 
the attention of all the Members to the 
fact that unless we nail this thing down, 
by mentioning Nationalist China by 
name, all of our efforts over ill Formosa 
may go for naught. 

Let me remind you that at the out
break of the Korean conflict the leaders 
of the Nationalist forces on Formosa, our 
allies in the United Nations, not only our 
comrades-in-arms in the recent war but 
permanent members of the Security 
Council of the United Nations, offered 
33,000 troops for the defense of the free 
world in Korea. That offer was refused. 
It was said at that time that the refusal 
was because the Nationalists were need
ed to protect Formosa. However, I call 
the attention of you new Members of the 
House to the fact that when we met with 
representatives of the State Department 
in March, Mr. Dean Rusk, Assistant Sec
retary for Far Eastern Affairs, informed 
us on direct questioning as to why the 
Nationalist troops were not permitted to 
go and fight for their own freedom and 
the freedom of the Pacific area. He 
said it was because our allies in the 
United Nations, specifically mentioning 
Great Britain, objected to the use of 

the Nationalist troops. Mr. Rusk, said 
this was because Great Britain and some 
other allies have recognized Red China, · 
therefore they did not want the assist
ance of these, our allies, the free Chi
nese, to fight the Communist aggressors. 

I want to nail this thing down to such 
an extent that any aid given in this bill 

. to the China area will specifically apply 
to the use of these, our allies, on Formosa. 

Mr. Chairman, with my own eyes some 
months ago I saw those Chinese Na
tionalist troops drilling. They are b.rave 
and valiant troops. They can and 
should be used in the Pacific area. Al
ready we have a military mission on 
Formosa, headed by an able commander, 
·General Chase. For what purpose is 
that mission there? Is it just to boon
doggle some money away? It should 
be to train these Chinese to fight. Every 
one of these .Nationalist troops could 
take the place of some boy drafted from 
out the United States. 

The distinguished majority leader of 
this House the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. McCORMACK] made one 
statement today which I shall long re
member. It hit the nail squarely on the 
head. He said the only thing the Com
munists fear is strength greater than 
their own. That is entirely true. So 
let us add to the strength that we have 
in the Pacific area the strength which 
is waiting for us there, unused, and-up 
to now-unwanted. 

The one thing the Communist aggres
sors in Korea feared more than anything 
else was an all-out effort on our part 
to win the Korean war. I think it is a 
shameful thing that we sent our boys 
into Korea unprepared, untrained, and 
unequipped. But even mor.e shameful is 
the fact that we sent them in there to 
fight with one hand tied behind their 
backs. 

The distinguished gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DORN] and I talked 
to numerous of our officers in Japan and 
Korea. Many of them said, "If you will 
untie our hands we can knock Red China 
out of this war in 3 months' time." 
Shame upon us for not calling on all of 
our allies and going all out to win that 
war. 

Mr. Chairman, the war in Korea could 
have been ended in victory, if our allies 
had not dragged their feet. Our mili
tary men wanted to blockade the Chi
nese coast, bomb the military targets in 
Manchuria, and use the guerrillas on the 
mainland. But the British ·and others 
wanted to continue their lucrative trade 
with the Reds. They did not want to 
offend the enmy. Now, unless we spe
cifically have it understood that this aid 
we are discussing in this bill will apply 
to the Nationalist Chinese, they will tie 
our hands again. The purpose of my 
amendment is to insure that our repre
sentatives in Formosa and elsewhere in 
the Far East will be free to act in our 

. own interests. 
Back home where I live, the people 

are beginning to ask whether we are go
ing to carry on a stalemated war in 
:Korea forever. So far as I am con
cerned, if the Reds start shooting again, 
we had better go out to win a victory or 
else bring our boys back from Korea and 
keep them here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose this amend
ment on the same basis that I opposed 
the amendment proposed earlier to ref er 
specifically to Spain in title 1 of this 
bill. It is true that we have mentioned 
the Philippines. It is also true that we 
have mentioned Korea· in the Pacific. 
But we have special obligations for both 
of those countries, and for a long time 
this Congress has had legislation before 
it for the relief of the Philippines. So 
far as Korea is concerned, everybody 
knows our obligations there under the 
United Nations charter, and is aware 
that our boys are fighting and dying 
there. But to add references to other 
countries in this title, all on the other 
side of the world, and say definitely 
"this is for such and such a country" 
would be deviating from the general 
purpose. I do not think it would be 
wise to do that. I can assure the gen
tleman he will not be disappointed with 
what can be dorie under the existing 
provisions of this bill for the island he 
mentioned. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairm4m, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I yield. 
Mr . . ARMSTRONG. Under the terms 

of this bill, as it is now written, is it pos
sible for .our military leaders, specifically 
General Chase, and those in charge of 
our mission in Formosa working directly 
with the Nationalist Chinese, to utilize 
them for the defense of that whole area 
outside of Formosa? 

Mr. RICHARDS. I think it is. 
Mr. VORYS. It is not only possible

not only is a program there, and I not 
only agree with the spirit of the gentle
man's amendment, but even if you 
should write it in, it is not compuls0ry 
and you would not be getting anywhere. 
So that rather than have a tough vote 
on this thing when we have stuff for 
Formosa in the bill, I hope we will leave 
it stand under the present language. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Surely, the gen
tleman read only a few days ago the 
words of Dean Rusk who said it is still 
the policy of the United States Govern
ment not to utilize the Nationalist Chi
nese in defense of the Far East? 

Mr. VORYS. There is nothing in this 
bill to prevent their utilization-and 
there is nothing in the gentleman's 
amendment which would require their 
utilization. I think the gentleman will 
agree with that. · 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman contends 
that this amendment is ineffectual, as 
it might be, what' would be the possible 
objection to making this friendly ex
pression of interest? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, if 
I can have the assurance, and, I believe, 
the gentleman has given it-I do not 
want to gum up the works here. I am 
terribly sincere and anxious about this 
matter as we all are. I do not want to 

· enter into any controversy or to delay 
the passage of this bill. The gentleman 
has given at least a partial assurance 
as well as the gentleman on the commit
tee on my side of the aisle, and with that 
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assurance and promise that we will pur
sue this matter further. I ask unani
mous consent to withdraw the amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEA TING. Mr. Chairman, I of

f er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: On 

page 22, line 11, strike out "operations" and 
insert "duties assigned to the Adminis
trator." 

Mr. KEA TING. Mr. Chairman, I 
have four amendments, all '. designed to 
improve, I believe, the administration of· 
the military portion of this. program. 
I have no disposition to pr.ess them be-

. cause I feel it would be more desirable 
to have them considered in conference, 
unless the committee feels they have re
viewed them sufficiently to accept them. 
This particular amendment is to a void 
trouble out in the field when the repre
sentative of the Administrator arrives 
there. If he should suddenly say "I have 
charge of all operations in this area" 
one could immediately envision great 
conflict with representatives of the De
fense Department in that ,area. That 
would be extremely unfortunate. ·We 
should do everytping possible to avoid 
that result. I have been assured that it 
is not intended that the Aruninistrator 
shall have more power than the duties 
assigned to him under this act; that 
there is no thought that he should have 
charge of all the 0~1eration3 in the area 
in question which would include mili
tary operations. I would be happy to 
yield to the gentleman from South Caro
lina. 

Mr. RICHARDS. I have great respect 
for the gentleman's opiU:on and ability, 
but I believe the gentleman could have 
facilitated the matter if he had pre
sented this to us before. 

Mr. KEATING. I am sorry, I did 
submit it to both sides, but I thoroughly 
appreciate the pressure under which the 
gentleman has labored and that he may 
not have had the opportunity to review 
it sufficiently to reach any final conclu
sion on its desirability. 

Mr. RICHARDS. In just a few words, 
what is the object the gentleman has in 
mind in proposing this amendment? · 

Mr. KEATING. If the administrator 
is given charge of all operations under 
this act, I fear it might result in con
flict with those in the field who are 
h::µidling the military end of the pro
gram. I suggest that in place .of the 
word "operations" you use the words 
"duties assigned to the Administrator"; 
but if the gentleman has any doubt about 
it, I would prefer to have him bear that 
in mind in conference, and bear in mind 
the other amendments which I have sub
mitted to your side. I realize the gen
tleman has been very busy. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. I might say that the lan
guage in this act is exactly the language 

in the ECA Act. It has been tested and 
interpreted. It has always applied only 
to the civilian functions of the ECA Ad
ministrator, and not to any military op
erations. It is the exact text of the ECA 
Act. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment and would ask that the sec
ond amendment be read. 

The CHAffiMAN. Without objection, 
the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 

the second amendment. 
' The Clerk read .as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: Page 
24, line 18, strike out "Administrator" and 
insert "President." 

On page 25, line 15, strike out "Adminis
trator" and insert "President." 

Mr. KEATING. Mr .. Chairman, the 
purpose of this amendment is simply 
this: It seems to me that the finding 
which the designated person is to make 

. there, namely, that the supplying of such 
assistance will strengthen the security 

· of .the United States, is a finding which 
should be the responsibility of the Presi
dent to make; and his duty to make, and 
it should not be the responsibility of 
some subordinate representative, such ~s 
this Administrator. Of course, the Pres
ident before making this finding would 
consult with the Secretary of Defense 
and perhaps also with the Secretary of 
State and this newly created Adminis
trator. But the final decision is · pri
marily a military one and certainly not 
one which should exclusively fall under 
the jurisdiction of a civilian adminis
trator who would be under no obligation 
to consult with Ot":fense Department offi
cials and who conc~ivably might not in 
fact do so. It seems to me that sound 
principles of administration would dic
tate that the President who has facili
ties and authority to correlate views and 
reconcile conflicts should make the final 
determination of a question of such 
transcendent importance. · 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, will 
tbe gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I yield. 
Mr. RICHARDS. As I understood the 

gentleman, he withdrew the first amend
ment. As to the second amendment, I 
am inclined to think it is a good amend
ment. I am sure it will not damage the 
operations und_er this bill. Knowing the 
gentleman's experience in the military 
field, and his relation to this subject, 
I am inclined to accept the . second 
amendment. 

Mr. KEATING. I thank the gentle- . 
man. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. KEATING], 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment. 
_The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: Page 

26, line 2, strike out all of lines 2 and 3 and 
down to the period on line 5 and insert m 
lieu thereof: 
"That the essential features of his primary 
responsibility are these: 

"(a) The determination of military end
item requirements. 

"(b) The procurement of military equip
ment in a manner which permits its inte
gration with service programs. 

" ( c) Establishment of priorities in pro
curement and deliveries, the allocation of 
military assistance between recipient coun
tries, and the apportionment of funds as 
transferred to him by the President between 
services and · countries within each area 
specified in the act. 

"(d) The supervision of end-item use by 
the recipient countries. 

" ( c) The supervision of the training of 
foreign military personnel. 

"(f) The movement and delivery of mili
tary end-items." 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, here 
likewise, I am not disposed to press this 

· amendment; in fact I think that after 
half a minute's explanation I will ask 
consent to withdraw it becalise I realize 
it should require study. 

The language which I have put in the 
substitute for the one sentence which 
appears in the bill is taken exactly from 
page 43 of the report; it is the exact 
language of that _page. It defines the 
duties of the Secretary of Defense or his 
representative with ·regard to these 
military-end-use items. I realize, how
ever, . that if the gentleman has not 
studied it he might have hesitancy about 
that, and I would simply -ask that he 
consider that very carefully in confer
ence, because I do feel that it would be a 
great improv.ement over the sentence 
which is in the bill. 

Mr: RICHARDS. I appreciate the 
gentleman's position, and I assure him 
that not only will I study it before I go 
into conference but that it will be con
sidered in conference if it is within the 
scope of the conference. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEATING . . Mr. Chairman, I offer 

a fourth amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KEATING: Page 

34, line 2, strike out "materials" and insert 
"commodities·~; and on lines 4 and 10 strike 
out "materials" and insert "commodities." 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TACKETT. Is this amendment 
going to be withdrawn, too, after they 
talk about it for 30 minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not a 
mind reader. 

Mr. TACKETT. I am going to object 
if it is. 

Mr. KEATING. I would be glad to 
have this voted on because I feel sure the 
chairman of the committee would be 
perfectly willing to accept the amend
ment. 

I gather that there is some fear among 
those who will be called upon to 'ad
minister this program that the word 
"materials" used in this particular sec
tion 607 might be considered as includ
ing military end use materials. I know 
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that is not intended; I know that raw 
materials are referred to since they are 
the only materials that come under the 
Defense Production Act of 1950. 

The word "commodities" happens to 
be the word used in the report in dis
cussing this section. The same is true 
in the section analysis, and it would be 
an improvement, in my judgment, if the 
word "commodities" were used here to 
be sure that it does not include military 
end use items, rather than the word 
"materials." 

Mr. RICHARDS. I think the gentle
man is right, and I accept the change. 

Mr. KEA TING. I thank the gentle
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. KEATING]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Missouri [Mr. CURTIS] is recog
nized. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CURTIS of Mis

souri: Page 7, line 22, after "exceed", strike 
out "$530,000,000", and insert "$480,000,000;'' 
and on page 8, line 3, after "section", strike 
out "not to exceed $50,000,000", and insert 
"no.,, 

Mr. CUR'!'IS of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, I am grateful for this time. 

To follow this amendment I direct 
your attention to page 8 because it is an 
attempt to eliminate the $50,000,000 that 
can be appropriated in accordance with 
the accounting provision as provided in 
subsection (a) of section 303 of the 
Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 1949. 
This accounting method for this $50,-
000,000 is what I want to call to the at
tention of the House, and I am going to 
read the language: 

Certification by the President of the 
amounts expended out of funds authorized 
hereunder and that it is inadvisable to 
specify the natures of such expenditures shall 
be d<>emed a sufficient voucher for the 
amounts expended. 

In other words, that is just a complete 
blank check for .$50,000,000 to be spent 
in the Chinese area. 

May I call further attention to the fact 
that under this same section 1604 I was 
reading and to which this particular sec
tion refers, there was provided $110,000,-
000 to be spent jn the same fashion with 
no accounting in the Chinese area after 
1949. · If we are gDing to judge the future 
by the past, I submit an expenditure of 
$110,000,000 in China in the years 1949 
and 1950 certainly did not promote peace 
in that particular area and certainly did 
not provide that China would not go 
communistic. 

I suggest that the House consider very 
carefully whether it wants to extend th~s 
principle of giving blank checks of this 
nature, particularly in the area of China. 
Personally I am against any blank check 
of this nature. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CuR-' 
TIS]. 

·Mr. Chairman, this provision is largely 
the result of the work of a former col-

league of ours on the Committee on For
eign Affairs, by the name of John Davis 
Lodge, now Governor of Connecticut. 
He was one of the first Members of the 
Congress who became fully aware of the 
underhanded and underground methods 
that the mortal enemy we face consist
ently uses. The hard fact is that we can
not hope to outwit and overcome this 
enemy unless there are some funds that 
do not have to be accounted for and some 
operations that do not have to be paraded 
in public. 

We regret it, but the fact of the mat
ter is that if we want to fight success
fully these enemies operating under the 
Kremlin's direction we ought to be 
assisting in every way possible those peo
ple behind the iron curtain who, know
ing the nature of Soviet rule better than 
anybody else, are most determined to 
overthrow it. It seems to me we would 
be tying one of our hands behind our own 
back not to allow the President to have 
these funds to use in areas where it would 
be impossible and inadvisable to have 
them accounted for publicly. 

I hope the amendment will be defeated, 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JUDD. I yield to the gentleman 

from Montana. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to associate 

myself with everything the gentleman 
has said and to assure the House that the 
committee unanimously is in accord on 
this particular item. 

Mr. JUDD; I thank the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CURTIS]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. RICHARDS) there 
were-ayes 66, noes 128. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MEADER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MEADER: Insert 

on page 31, after line 21: " ( c) ( 1) to assist 
in carrying out the purposes of this act, 
through encouraging and facilitating the 

. development of the natural resources of for
eign areas by the investment of private capi
tal and eliminating barriers to and provid· 
ing incentives for engaging in business en
terprises in such areas by persons or busi
ness organizations who are non-nationals of 
such areas, there is hereby established a 
bipartisan commission to be known as the 
Commission on Aid to Underdeveloped For
eign Areas (hereafter referred to as the 
"Commission"). 

"(2) (A) The Commission shall be com
posed of 14 members as follows: 

"(i) Ten appointed by the President of the 
United States, four from the executive 
branch of the Government and six from pri
vate life; 

"(ii) Two Members of the Senate appoint
ed by the Vice President; and 

" (iii) Two Members of the House of Rep
resen ta ti ves appointed by the Speaker. 

"(B) Of each class of members, not more 
than one-half shall 'be from each of the two 
major political parties. 

"(C) Any vacancy in the Commission shall 
not affect its powers, but shall be filled in the 
same manner in which · the original appoint
ment was made. 

"(3) The Commission shall elect a Chair
man and a Vice Chairman from among its 
members. 

· "(4) Eight members of the Commission 
shall constitute a quorum. 

"(5) (A) Members of Congress who are 
members of the .Commission shall serve ·with
out compensation in addition to that re
ceived for their services as Members of Con
gress; but they shall be reimbursed for travel, 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses 
incurred by them in the performance of the 
duties vested in the Commission. 

"(B) The members of the Commission who 
are in the executive branch of the Gover::i
ment shall each receive the compensation 
which he would receive if he were not a 
member of the Commission, plus such addi
tional compensation, if any, as is necessary 
to make his aggregate salary $12,500; and 
they shall be reimbursed for travel, subsist
ence, and other necessary expenses incurred 

. by them in the performance of the duties 
vested in the Commission. 

"(C) The members from private life shall 
each receive $50 per diem when engaged in 
the performance of duties vested in the Com
mission, plus reimbursement for travel, sub
sistence, and other necessary expenses in
curred by them in the performance of such 
duties. 

"(6) The Commission shall have the power 
to appoint and fix the compensation of such 
personnel as it deems advisable, without re
gard to the provisions of the civil".'service 
laws and the Classification Act of 1949, as 
amended. 

"(7) The service. of any person as a mem
ber of the Commission, the service of any 
other person with the Commission, and the 
employment of any person by the Commis
sion, shall not be considered as service or . 
employment bringing such person within the 
provisions of sections 281, 283, or 284 of 
title 18 of the United States Code, or of any 
other Federal law im,posing :restrictions, re
quirements, or penalties in relation to the 
employment of persons, the performance of 
services, or the payment or receipt of com
pensation in connection with any claim, pro
ceeding, or matter involving the United 
States. 

"(8) There is hereby authorized to be ap
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, so much as may 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this subsection (c). 

"(9) (A) The Commission shall study and 
investigate the problem of aiding underde
veloped foreign areas and shall formulate 
and recommend to the President and the 
Congress specific programs for carrying out 
the purposes of this subsection (c) . 

"(B) The Commission shall report to the 
President and to the Congress from time 
to time the results of its study and investi
gation, together with such recommendations 
as it deems advisable. The Commission shall 
file its first report within 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this act, and annually 
thereafter. 

"(10) (A) The Commission may create such 
committees of its members with such powers 
and duties as may be delegated thereto. 

" (B) The Commission, or any committee 
thereof, may, for the purpose of carrying 
out the provisions of this subsection (c), 
hold such hearings and sit and act at such 
times and places, and take such testimony, 
as the Commission or such committee may 
deem advisable. Any member of the Com
mission may administer oaths or affirmations 
to witnesses appearing before the Commis
sion or before any committee thereof. 

"(C) The Commission, or any committee 
thereof, is authorized to secure directly from 
any executive department, bureau, agency, 
board, commission, office, independent es
tablishment, or instrumentality informa
tion, suggestions, estimates, and statistics 
for the purpose of this act; and each 'such 
department, bureau, agency, board, commis
sion, office, establishment, or instrumental
ity is authorized and directed to fur.nish 
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such information, suggestions, estimates, 
and statistics directly to the Commission, or 
any committee thereof, upon request made 
'by the chairman or vice chairman of the 
Commission or of the committee concerned. 

"(D) The ·commission, or any committee 
thereof, shall have power to require by sub
pena or otherwise the attendance of wit
nesses and the production of books, papers, 
·and documents; to adminiSter oaths; to take 
testimony; to have printing and binding 
done; and to make such expenditures as 
it deems advisable within the amount ap
propriated therefor. Subpenas shall be is
sued under the signature of the chairman 
or vice chairman of the Commission or com
m.1 ttee and shall be served by any person 
designated by them. The .provisions of sec
tions 102 to 104, inclusive, of the Revised 
Statutes (U.S. C., title 2, secs. 192-194), shall 
apply in the case of any failure of any wit
ness to comply with any subpena or to tes
tify when summoned under authority of this 
section." 

Mr. BONNER (interrupting the read· 
ing of the amendment). Mr. Chairman, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, I un· 
derstood the further reading of the bill 
had been dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is re· 
porting the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the new bill be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I object, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would create a bipartisan 
commission, patterned after the Hoover 
Commission, whose duty it would be to 
attack the problem of eliminating exist
ing barriers to overseas investment of 
private capital. 

These barriers-fear of expropriation, 
double taxation, instability of currency 
exchanges, discrimination against for
eign capital, and other abnormal politi· 
cal hazards-have held overseas invest
ments of American capital down to $13,· 
000,000,000 according to Assistant Secre· 
tary of State Miller. 

By facilitating American investment 
abroad we will accomplish the objectives 
of this act far more effectively than we 
can by doling out public funds, however 
huge the amount may be. 

Our American political and economic 
philosophy holds that the development 
of natural resources is a function for the 
private citizen-not a function of Gov· 
ernment. 

In the long run our strength, both mil
itary and economic, as well as that of 
nations friendly to us, will depend upon 
the effieciency with which natural re
sources are developed and utilized. 

We have demonstrated the superiority 
of a free competitive economy over to
talitarian state control and direction of 
the processes of production and distri· 
bution. We can aid our friends overseas 
by exporting our capital and our mass
production methods if the barriers now 
restraining overseas investments are re· 
moved. 

The legislative branch of the Govern· 
ment and the American public should not 
be excluded from participation in the 

solution of the problem of eliminating 
the barriers to expansion of private en
terprise abroad. 

An advisory committee however able 
its members may be, which is dependent 
upon the staff of an executive agency, 
does not have the capacity to conduct an 
independent and penetrating inquiry 
into these difficult problems. Such a 
committee can only front for the staff of 
the executive agency. I believe the 
American people have no confidence that 
the executive branch of the Government 
can be expected to do any better in the 
future with this program than it has in 
the past. 

An example of this point is contained 
in the activities of the International De
velopment Advisory Board. That Board's 
report to the President on the operation 
of the point 4 program, on March 7, 1951, 
titled "partners in progress," was not 
based upon any thorough exploration of 
the problems. No hearings to seek out 
the facts were conducted. That report 
was prepared principally by a single staff 
employee of the Board, with the assist
ance of several volunteers. The report 
does not purport to solve the problems of 
eliminating barriers to private invest-

. ment; it only recites that the need for 
such solution exists. 

The program which I am urging would 
take up where the International Devel
opment Advisory Board left off. 

The removal of these barriers will not 
be easily accomplished. This problem 
has thus far defied solution-although 
there has been nothing to prevent the 
State Department, the ECA, or other ex
ecutive agencies from solving it if the 
capacity to do so exists in them. 

This problem will not be solved unless 
we assemble the best minds in this coun
try-both as members of a commission 
and as members of its staff, equip them 
with adequate funds and fact-finding 
powers, and delegate to them the task of 
finding out what ought to be done. 

The Commission should study the 
errors and successes of overseas invest
ments of the past, should consult and 
take testimony from those who are ex
perienced in this f..eld and invite their 
suggestions and recommendations. 

The Commission may not solve these 
difficult problems, but I can see no other 
way in which we can hope to promote 
and extend our free economic system in 
a chaotic world. It seems to me it is 
logical and intelligent for us to find out 
what we ought to do before we start do
ing it. Spending public money is not 
enough. We cannot buy friends. Our 
economy cannot support the rest of the 
free world indefinitely. 

The Hoover Commission cost about 
$2,000,000. The program this bill in
augurates may well cost $100,000,000,· 
000 over the next 10 or 15 years. It 
would be folly and false economy to re. 
fuse to spend a comparatively insignifi· 
cant sum to find out if our objectives 
cannot be more economically and effec
tively accomplished. It requires no great 
intelligence to spend and spend and 
spend. 

We have given away over $125,000,-
000,000 to aid other nations in the last 
decade. That has not solved anything. 
Before we give away another ·hundred 

billion in the decade ahead of us let us 
see if there is not a better way of fighting 
communism. I believe exporting our 
free economic system is a better way. I 
believe we can do it if we can harness 
the best brains in the country in a bi
partisan commission to grapple with this 
problem. 

Success cannot be assured. But we 
can try. If we have faith in our Ameri
can principles, we will try. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. MEADER]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. MEADER) 
there were-ayes 63, noes 126. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KENNEDY: On 

page 11, line 1 strike out "$40,000,000" and 
insert "$20,000,000." 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, the 
$40,000,000 that is referred to here is for 
military assistance to "the other Amer
ican Republics" which mean the coun
tries of Central and South America. I 
do not object to giving them economic 
assistance, but I see no point in giving 
them $40,000,000 of military assistance 
when they are countries which are not 
in the line of the Soviet advance, es
pecially when it has ah'eady been said 
by the committee that the great need 
in Western Europe is for military equip
ment. We need equipment ourselves. 
What is the use of tying up $40,000,000 
worth of military equipment in Central 
and South America? I would suggest it 
might be even feasible to cut it out com
pletely, but there may be some use for it 
so my amendment proposes to cut the 
military assistance from $40,000,000 to 
$20,000;000. I can see no point as I 
have said in tying up $40,000,000 of mili
tary equipment in Central and South 
America where it will never be used un
less Western Europe or the United States 
is overrun by the Soviet advance. I 
think it could better be sent to Western 
Europe or be kept in the United States. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. KEN
NEDY]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. KENNEDY) 
there were-ayes 98, noes 108. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair

man, I offer an amendment which is at 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MILLER of 

Nebraska: On page 29, lines 9 to 12, strike out 
lines 9 to 12. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, most of the Members have been 
here more than 12 hours listening to the 
pros and cons and arguments pounding 
against your eardrums; arguments by 
honest and sincere men. I doubt if such 
long sessions are in the interest of good 
legislation. I could give you some ad
vice from a medical standpoint, but per· 
haps you would not accept it, except that 
if some of you need a prescription to go 
to the mountains or to the seaside after 
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this is over with, I am sure the several rection of more efficient supervision. 
doctors in the House will accommodate The Administrator is at least to handle 
you .. I have worried about the tenseness the administration and in addition to 
of debate and you with high blood pres- that he is to be an operator. I do not 
sures . . You better slow down. think any member of the committee 

Now, with reference to my amend- thought for 1 minute that he could pos-
ment. Page 29, section 513, reads: sibly assume unto himself the traditional 

Nothing contained in this act shall be con- powers of the Secretary of State. That 
strued to infringe upon the powers or func- is all this section 5i3 provides. 
tions of the Secretary of State. I hope the gentleman's amendment 

You know, we gave the Secretary of will be defeated. 
state a lot of power, and he should have The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
it, regardless of who the Secretary might the amendment offered by the gentleman 
be. Then in the bill it strips him of from Nebraska. 
power over these funds. It re~inds me The amendment was rejected. 
of a time when I was a member of the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
unicameral Legislature of Nebraska. I from South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS] is 
was cha~rman of a committee investi- recognized. 
gating casualty insurance companies. Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, does 
We had all types of casualty companies. this conclude the debate? If so, I am 
They had what was called a "battleship ready to move that the Committee· rise. 
policy." I don't know whether you know Mr. REECE of Tennessee . . Mr. Chair-
what that is or not, but a battleship man, may I be recognized? 
policy is one that gives you everything Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
on the front page in large print. Then will take my time and yield to the gentle
on the back you have a lot of fine print, man from Tennessee. 
and you read it over and you would really :Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Chair
have to be walking on the water and be man, my purpose in requesting time is 
hit by a battleship before you could col- to serve notice that it will be my pur
lect anything. That is what is called a pose to offer a motion to recommit the 
battleship policy. Now this bill does that bill with instructions to report the same 
to the Secretary of State, only in re- back forthwith reducing the economic 
verse. aid under title I from $1,335,000,000 to 

Now, here we set up a new man to $985,000,000; that is, making a reduction 
handle all of the problems under this of $350,000,000. 
development. Many of those problems Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, as 
have been under the Secretary of State. the gentleman from Tennessee has indi
So we say to the Secretary of State, cated what he intends to do, may I indi
after we have taken all of those things cate, during the rest of my time, what I 
away from him: "Nothing in this act intend to do and what I hope will be 
shall be construed to infringe upon your done by a majority of the Members of 
powers." It is rather odd that you leave this House? 
that section in the bill, and if someone on The funds that the gentleman is talk
the committee would like to tell me why ing about, that his recommittal motion 
that section -is left in, I wish you would seeks to cut, is approximately the same 
do so. as the amendment that was turned down 

Mr. VORYS. I will be glad to tell by this House an hour or two ago. Now 
the gentleman. That was in the draft. I want to give the House my . honest, 
It was not in the draft brought · down candid opinion. For the peace of the 
from the Department of State. It was in world and for the security of the United 
the draft which was submitted by our States itself, it would be better-far 
chairman, introduced by him, and that better-for this House to cut off three 

· language is hememade by our chairman. or four hundred million dollars from the 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Well, I · military aid itself. Do not forget, for 

think it is just a little sop that you throw every dollar of economic aid-and the 
to the Secretary after you take away all great majority of this economic aid is 
of his powers. It is a battleship pro- for military production-we intend to 
vision. I would like to consolidate all get and General Eisenhower intends to 
oversea activities under one head: get two dollars of European production. 
There is now too much duplication. About 13 percent of the total program is 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the for economic aid for military production. 
gentleman from Nebraska- has expired. The reason we are more anxious and that 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Chairman, I General Eisenhower is more anxious to 
rise in opposition to the amendment. get this is because w·e want to get out of 

Mr. Chairman, in moving to strike out Europe in 2 or 3 years; Until the in
section 513, which provides that nothing dustry is increased by our aid through 
contained in this section shall be con- this bill, we are not going to be able to 
strued to infringe upon the powers and meet our targets by 1954, and that is all 

there is to it. 
functions of the Secretary of State, I If we want to keep on furnishing aid 
am constrained to think that the good over there · year after year after the 
doctor really wants to infringe upon the 3 years is over. then cut this bill; but if 
powers and functions of the Secretary of we want to do what is best for the secu
State. As a matter of fact the powers rity of the United States and save our 
and functions of the Secretary of State taxpayers money in the long run, vote 
are not personal; they are powers of long against this motion to recommit. 
standing conferred by law. Mr. CLEMENTE. Mr. Chairman, I 

I think we have made a pretty bold voted for this bill because I believe that 
move in creating an over-all administra- it is imperative for the national security 
tor, but I think the boldness is in the di· __ of the United States. We must bolster 

our bulwarks against the Red tide so that 
it will not engulf us. 

We must also make sure that the men 
who undertake the responsibility of car
rying out the program for us are pro
tected to the fullest extent of the laws of 
the United States while insuring that our 
interests are secured. 

This afternoon I have introduced leg
islation the purpose of . which is to cor
rect a procedural defect, as a result of 
which heretofore individuals who have 
committed crimes which have not been 
discovered prior to their separation from 
the military service have been declared 
by the courts to be not amenable to trial 
by courts martial for those crimes. 

I am sure that most Members of this 
House have been shocked by the revela
tion in the last 2 days of. the facts con
cerning the brutal and premeditated 
murder of Major Holohan in Italy in 
1944 by. a group of conspirators who in
cluded two American soldiers. 

The deed, to the commission of which 
one of the two conspirators has con
fessed-and his signed confession is in 
the possession of the Department of the 
Army-was committed on Italian soil 
while those individuals were in the mili
tary service. 

Having separated from the military 
service, they are at this moment appar
ently no longer liable for trial by courts 
martial, and the Supreme Court a year 
or so ago rendered a decision which has 
made it seem that there is no means by 
which they can be tried by the military 
courts. 

That defect in our military laws-a 
. defect which has since been corrected in 
the passage of the Uniform Code of Mili
tary Justice-is a procedural one. It 
does not seem to me that merely to cor
rect such a procedural defect would be 
the enactment of a law of the type which 
might be declared ex post facto. 

Informal conversations I have had 
with various attorneys in the executive 
branch of the Government indicate to 
me that many Government attorneys 
who have studied this case consider that 
an attempt to legislate in a way to make 
these individuals now amenable to courts 
martial for the crimes, when they have 
once had a vested right, by separation, 
in nonainenability to military law, 
would be an ex post facto law, and, as 
such, unconstitutional. 

However, there also ,ii-PPears to be an 
opinion shared by many, to the effect 
that the mere correction of a procedural 
defect, as such, does not deprive an indi
vidual of any right in which he was 
vested at the time of the commission of 
the act. If this is so, such correction 
should not be unconstitutional. 

In Fletcher v. Pack <6 Crouch 138, 3 
L. Ed. 162) John Marshall defined ex 
post facto to be a law "which renders 
an act punishable in a manner in which 
it was not punishable when it was com
mitted. In Cummings v. Mo. (4 Wall. 
326, 18 L. Ed. 356) it is defined as a law 
"which imposes a punishment 'for an act 
which was not punishable at the time it 
was committed, or imposes additional 
punishment to that then prescribed, or 
changes the rules of evidence by which 
less or different testimony is suffici8nt to 
convict than was then required." 
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Does a change of the place of trial 

under the circumstances of this case af
fect a substantial right of the party 
accused? Clearly it does not increase 
the prescribed punishment or make the 
act an offense which was not an offense 
prior to its enactment; nor does it affect 
the quantum or nature of the evidence 
required for a conviction. In brief, it 
does not work any disadvantage on the 
accused, operate upon the past, or de
prive him of any vested right or right of 
defense. 

It is within the province of the legisla
ture to create jurisdiction for the trial of 
persons accused of crimes, and conse
quently the creation of a separate or new 
jurisdiction to try an offense in no sense 
violates the Constitution which prohibits 
enactment of an -ex post facto law. 

For myself, and regardless of the pit
falls which may lie ahead for this legis
lative item, I prefer to hope that, in the 
final analysis, if enacted, and if later 
tested in the courts, the Supreme Court 
of the United States will find the pro
posal constitutional Common con
science dictates that it ought to be sim
ple justice demands that it shouid be 
and our American system of fair play 
insists that it must be. 

If no other means is available by 
which to bring them to justice I am 
perfectly willing that these parties 
sho~ld be returned to Italy for trial by 
Italian courts for the crime which they 
have committed. At the same time I 
would like to make one last effort 'to 
attempt to enact a law which would 
make them liable before a jury of their 
own people for a crime which they have 
committed against their own country. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman this is 
the first time that I have voted i~ favor 
of foreign aid. I have opposed Euro
pean Cooperation Act and aid to Greece 
and Turkey for 7 years or since its in
ception. My opposition was based on 
many reasons. First, I thought the 
European recovery could best be handled 
in a United Nations world by the UN. 
Second, I thought, and still do that 
we so tied up bread with bullets that it 
was warmongering under the guise of 
hur~mnitarianism. Third, as a Christian 
pacifist I was and still am opposed to 
every kind of war and warmongering un
less we. are attacked. Fourth, living as 
w.e are m one world I could not envisage 
aid to Europe when the majority peoples 
of the earth c..re to be found in Asiw and 
Africa. 

Today I will vote in favor of H. R. 5113. 
We are at war. While I do not agree 
totally nor wholeheartedly with the 
origins of this conflict, nevertheless. we 
are at war and this country even at its 
worst, is my country. I m~st support 
this conflict because my country cannot 
be def~ated. Also, I note under title ll, 
page six, an appropriation of $175 000 -
000 for Africa. ' ' 

I am leaving the first of next month 
for an extended trip to Africa, Near East, 
and Europe. I shall judge just how 
much of our assistance has been utilized 
or squandered. When I return January 
of next year I will be -in position to 
actually evaluate our program and will 
yote accordingly. Until then I will vote 
m favor of this. 

I still think we made a serious mistake 
in trying to buy friendship and not work
ing through the UNO. We further com
pounded this tragedy by excluding 
Africa and Asia. 

When the conflict in Korea has been 
peacefully concluded and · we are no 
longer at war I shall r~sume my opposi
tion to all aid that includes buUets. 

Mrs. KELLY of New York. Mr. Cl .. air
man, there is one important element 
of mutual security which up to now has 
been given little or no attention. I refer 
to the surplus manpower in Europe of 
such countries as Western Germany. 
Italy, Greece, the Netherlands, and Aus
tria. Much of this surplus manpower 
is skilled in the very type of productive 
effort sorely needed for the defense of 
the North Atlantic area, and could fill 
the gap of skilled civilian manpower 
shortage in many underdeveloped areas 
of the world, particularly Latin America. 

In the North Atlantic area members 
of· the North Atlantic Treaty 'organiza
tion, under the leadership o:f the United 
States, are taking steps to implement ·the 
principle o:f balanced collective military 
forces. But they are paying very little 
attention to the balancing of skilled ci
vilian manpower among the countries in 
the North Atlantic ·area, which could 
use the manpower. 

The mandate of the Congress on the 
utilization of surplus manPower is clear. 

· It ·places on the F.cA Administrator an 
· important duty. This mandate is con

tained in section 115 <e> of the Economic 
Cooperation Act. Section 115 (e) pro
vides that the ECA Administrator shall 
encourage arrangements among the ECA 
countries in conjunction with the Inter
national Refugee Organization. looking 
toward the largest practicable utilization 
of manpower available in any of the ECA 
countries in furtherance of the accom
plishment of the purposes of economic 
recovery. That provision was contained 
~n the basic ECA Act of 1948. and still 
is the law. The International Refugee 
Organi7.ation, however, is due to wind up 
by the end of December 1951. Thus it 
is obvious that tlie Administrator ~ 
have to look to some other means for 
accomplishing the objective of e:trective 
utilization of European manpower. 

According to a plan which is being 
worked out, in the first year of operation, 
close to 100,000 people could be moved 
from Europe to the various immigrant
receiving countries: The effectuation of 
that plan depends largely on the immedi
ate availability of the 14 converted 
passenger vessels now being used by the 
International Refugee Organization. 
Therefore, the creation of a temporary 
resettlement agency within the next few 
months, before the expiration of the mo 
~s an absolute necessity. The expe1ienc~ 
m the past of dealing with international 
organizations which have satellite coun
tries in their membership has been most 
unsatisfactory and unproductive. This 
temporary organization would not have 
any .satellite members. That is clearly 
the mtent of the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee. Should such a temporary organ
ization not be created, the vessels would 
be returned to their owners and t>robably 
put into moth balls. 

When the second extension of the 
ECA Act was being considered by the 
Forei~ Affairs Committee last year, the 
committee added this sentence to sec
tion 115 (e) : 

The Administra.tor shall also encourage 
emigration from participating countries 
having permanent surplus manpower to 
areas, particularly underdeveloped and rte
pendent areas, where such manpower can 
be effectively utilized. 

That additional sentence has been the 
law for over a year. It expresses the 
mandate of the Congress that the Ad
ministrator shall do something about 
the surplus manpower problem in Europe 
for the purpose of etiecting recovery in 
Europe and of benefiting underdevel
oped and dependent areas which can 
use the manpoP.Er effectively. No mech
anism has been specified through which 
the Admini~trator should work. But, 
this does not mean that the Administra
tor should sit idle and do nothing about 
this urgent problem. 

The proviso to section 101 (a) (2) of 
H. R. 5113 seekS to stir the Administra
tor into action-and action soon We 
do not spell out the precise mechanism 
to be used for achieving the objectives 
of section 115 (e) of the ECA Act. But, 
what we do is to put emphasis on exist
ing provisions of law. We make avail
able to the Administrator up to $30,-
000.000 of the $1.335.000,000 authorized 
for economic assistance to Europe. To 
quote from page 60 o:f our committee 
report: 

The committee has ascertained that to 
date little efiective action has been taken 
to carry out the intent oi Congress as ex
pressed in section 115 ( e) of the Economic 
Cooperation Act of 1948, as amended, to in
crease the movement of surplus manpower 
from Europe. 

Now, the Administrator will have the 
wherewithal He has the clear man
date of existing provisions of law. and 
he has the clear language of the com
mittee's intent in inserting this proviso 
into the mutual security bill 

Now. what are the facts on surplus 
manpower in Europe? It is estimated 
that a minimum of 3,000.000 to 4,000,000 
workers, plus the members of their fam
ilies-an estimated grand total of 7,000.-
000 to 8,000,000 people-are available for 
e~ation from Western Germany. Of 
thIS number, about 1,500,000 are mostly 
~xpeUees ~rom Eastern Germany and 
iron curtam countries. Italy has avail
able up to 500,000 people and wm have 
for the next 5 years. Greece will have a 
million people available over a pertod of 
3 years. The Netherlands will have 
about 500,000 people likewise available 
over a period of 3 years. In addition the 
emigration of close to 1,000,000 ~ple 
from Spain and Portugal would be con
sid~red hi~hly desirable for the purpose
of 1mprovmg the economic and social 
structures of those two countries. 

As for the willingness of cowitries to 
accept surplus manpower, Great Britain 
would be willing to receive from 50,000 
to 100,000 people over a period of 2 to 3 
years. France is able and willing to 
abs?rb about 50,000 annually over a 
period of 5 years. The following coun
tries outside of Europe have declal'ect 

\ their willingness to receive Europe's sur-
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plus manpower: Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand, Venezuela, Chile, Brazil, Argen
tina, Colombia, Peru, and Ecuador. I 
understand also that some of the coun
tries in Central America are interested in 
the project. 

I have been informed that for the first 
year of operation of an effective program 
of emigration of surplus manpower, a 
sum of $10,000,000 contributed by the 
ECA, plus a sum of $20,000,000 contrib
uted from counterpart funds by Western 
European countries, would l'ermit opera
tions to be carried out for 1 year and 
permit the continuation of such opera
tion for 3 to 4 years following at, rough
ly, the s~me cost. Based on a 3-year 
operation, the ceiling of $30,000,000 made 
available to the Administrator should 
take care of the United States share in 
the opera ti on. 

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman, the 
$7,80J,OOO,OOO foreign-aid bill now before 

. the House for consideration is, to my 
mind, the most etiectivc contribe.tion 
we can make toward world peace, and 
a sure preventative of world war III. 
This sum has been agreed upon by our 
economic, military, and defense advisers 
as the amount necessary to permit West
ern · Europe to attain the military 
strength and economic security required 
in order that its defenses against ag
gre~sion may be assured. 

We need not be reminded again that 
world war III would destroy civilization. 
Our citizens stand ready to make any 
.sacrifices necessary to save their chil
dren, their homes, their liberty, as well 
as their lives. To err on the side of 
petty economy by reducing the appro
priations advocated, would m0an mort
gaging our very existence and our free
dom as a nation. These critical days 
call for strength and a clear vision of 
what is required of us. Our neighbors 
who need our assistance must . have it 
unstintingly, if they are to be a bulwark 
against communism or any other ide
ology which would destroy the independ
ence of the people. 

When we help our neighboring coun
tries, who have aims similar to ours, the 
preservation of freedom and independ
ence as well as world peace, we help our
selves. The United States alone can
not single-handedly defeat the forces 
now warring against the democratic 
ideal-we must rely upon those other 
nations which share our ideals, for co
operation in peacetime as well as for 
military strength in case of a war 
emergency. It is, therefore, to our in
terest as well as theirs, that we give 
them the material assistance they must 
have in order to take their place among 
the strong and secure nations of the 
world. 

The aid provided for in the bill before 
us would only supplement the efforts of 
the nations receiving it; the assistance 
we giv:e means the difference between 
weak, economically insecure, struggling 
countries not able to protect themselves, 
vr powerful allies, who, by maintaining 
their own bulwarks against communis
tic or other aggression from without and 
within, will make our own defenses that 
much stronger. For these reasons, I am 
opposed to any cuts in the authorized 
amounts set forth in the bill. · 

We have peen told that the next year 
will be a most critical one; that in this 
time the question of world peace or war 
will be decided. We cannot act too 
quickly if we are to win the race on the 
side of peace; a peace not bought with 
concessions and fear, but one earned by 
strength on our part and on the part of 
our allies. 

We must not forget the importance of 
Israel, our loyal friend and ally-the 
only democratic nation in tbe Near and 
Middle East. Against almost unsur
mountable odds she has taken her place 
among the freedom-loving countries of 
the world as a power for democracy and 
freedom. However, this new and 
struggling nation needs and must have 
the full amount of financial aid proposed 
in this bill. 

Even as our own country in its early 
days relied upon assistance from others 
for survival, so Israel whose doors have 
been opened for the oppressed peoples of 
the world, relies upon us to recognize her 
plight in these perilous days when her 
enemies would destroy her. And we 
should remember that the financial help 
we give her is a sound investment. Her 
ideals and will to sacrifice all in the name 
of freed om are as ours; her army is as 
strong as her people and limited finances 
can make it; her fighting men and 
women have taken their places among 
the bravest and most fearless in the 
world. 

Without question, Israel is our stanch 
and true ally and would prove herself of 
inestimable value in holding the line of 
our defenses in the event of any world. 
conflict. 

Once again the United States is called 
upon to fulfill its obligations as a leading 
Nation of the world, one to whom those 
less powerful can look for financial help 
without undermining their own inde
pendence. We owe it to our friendly 
neighbors to meet our obligations gra
ciously and generously. In return, our 
own ·Nation will become that much 
stronger; our defenses and those of our 
allies will reach such might that any 
would-be aggressor against us will know 
in advance that victory in any conflict 
will eventually be ours. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee ris'<s. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. WALTER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5113) to maintain the security 
and promote the foreign policy and pro
vide for the general welfare of the 
United States by furnishing assistance to 
friendly nations in the interest of inter
national peace and security, pursuant to 
House Resolution 388, he reported the 
bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted by the Committee· 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman 
opposed to the bill? 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I am, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman quali
fies. The Clerk will report the motion 
to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee moves to recom

mit the bill, H. R. 5113, to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs with instructions to re
port the same back with the following 
amendment: On page 3, line 16, subsection 
(2), strike out "$1,335,000,000" and insert 
"$985,000,000." 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

· were-yeas 186, nays 177, not voting 69, 
as follows: 

(Roll No. 165) 

YEAS-186 

Aandahl Forrester • O'Hara 
Abernethy Fulton Ostertag 
Adair Gamble Passmah 
Allen, Calif. Gathings Patten 
Allen, Ill. Gavin Patterson 
Andersen, George Phillips 

H. Carl Golden Poage 
Anderson, Calif.Goodwin Potter 
Andrews Graham Poulson 
Angell Gross Radwan 
Arends . Gwinn Rankin 
Armstrong Hall, Redden 
Auchincloss Leonard W. Reece, Tenn. 
Ayres Halleck Reed, Ill. " 
Baker Hand Rees, Kans. 
Bakewell Harden Regan 
Barden Harris Riehlman 
Bates, Mass. Harrison, Wyo. Rogers, Tex. 
Beall Harvey St. George 
Beamer Herter Schwabe 
Belcher Hill Scott, Hardie 
Bender Hillings Scrivner 
Bennett, Fla. Hoeven Scudder 
Bennett, Mich. Hoffman, Ill. Seely-Brown 
Berry Hoffman, Mich. Shafer 
Betts Holmes Sheehan 
Bishop Horan Short 
Boggs, Del. Hull Sikes 
Bow Hunter Simpson, Ill. 
Bramblett Jackson, Calif. Simpson, Pa. 
Bray James Sittler 
Brooks Jenison Smith, Wis. 
·Brown, Ohio Jenkins Springer 
Brownson Jensen Stanley 
Budge Jonas Steed 
Buffett Jones, Stefan 
Burdick Woodrow W. Sutton 
Bush Kearney ·T aylor 
Butler Keating Teague 
Byrnes, Wis. Kennedy Thompson, 
Carlyle Kersten, Wis. Mich. 
Chiperfield Kilburn Tollefson 
Church Lantaff Towe 
Clevenger Larcade Vail 
Colmer Latham Van Zandt 
Corbett Lecompte Vaughn 
Coudert Lovre Velde 
Crawford McConnell Vorys 
Crumpacker McCulloch Vursell 
Cunningham McMullen Weichel 
Curtis, Mo. McVey Wharton 
Curtis, Nebr. Mack, Wash. Wheeler 
Dague Martin, Iowa Whitten 
Davis, Ga. Meader Widnall 
Denny Miller, Md. Williams, Mis8. 
Devereaux MiUer, Nebr. Williams, N. Y. 
D'Ewart Miller, N. Y. Willis 
Dolliver Morano Wilson, Ind. 
Dondero Morris Winstead 
Dorn Mumma Withrow 
Doughton Nelson Wolcott 
Fellows Nicholson Wolverton 
Fenton Norblad 
Ford · Norrell 
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Addonlzio 
Aspinall 
Bailey 
Baring 
Barrett 
Bates, Ky. 
Battle 
Beckworth 
Bentsen 
Blatnik 
Bolling 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buchanan 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Byrne,N. Y. 
Camp 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carnahan 
case 
Cell er 
Chelf 
Chu doff 
Clemente 
Combs 
Cooley 
.Cooper 
Cotton 
Cox 
Crosser 
Dawson 
Deane 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Denton 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Donovan 
Doyle 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Flood 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Furcolo 

NAYS-177 

Garmatz Merrow 
Gary Miller, Callf. 
Granahan Mills 
Granger Morgan 
Grant Moulder 
Green Multer 
Greenwood Murdock 
Gregory Murphy 
Hale Murray, Tenn. 
Hardy O'Brien, Ill. 
Harrison, Va. O'Brien, Mich. 
Hart O'Neill 
Havenner O'Toole 
Hays, Ark. Patman 
Heffernan Perkins 
Heller Philbin 
Herlong Pickett 
Heselton Polk 
Holifield Powell 
Hope Price 
Howell Priest 
Jackson, Wash. Quinn 
Jarman Rabaut 
Javits Rains 
Johnson Ramsay 
Jones, Ala. Reams 
Jones, Mo. Rhodes 
Jones, Ribicoff 

Hamilton C. Richards 
Judd Riley 
Karsten, Mo. Roberts 
Kean Robeson 
Kee Rodino 
Kelley, Pa. Rogers, Colo. 
Kelly, N. Y. Rogers, Fla. 
Keogh Rooney 
Kerr Roosevelt 
Kilday Sasscer 
King Sheppard 
Kirwan Sieminski 
Klein Smith, Miss. 
Kluczynski Smith, Va. 
Lane Spence 
Lanham Staggers 
Lesinski Stigler 
Lind Tackett 
Lyle Thompson, Tex. 
McCarthy Thornberry 
McCormack Trimble 
McGrath Walter 
McGuire Watts 
McKinnon Wickersham 
McMillan Wier 
Machrowicz Wigglesworth 
Mack, Ill, Wilson, Tex. 
Madden Yates 
Magee Yorty 
Mahon Zablocki 
Mansfield · 
Marshall 

NOT VOTING-69 
Abbitt Fisher Prouty 
Albert Gordon Reed, N. Y. 
Allen, La. Gore Rivers 
Andresen, Hagen Rogers, Mass. 

August H. Hall, Sabath 
Anfuso Edwin Arthur Sadlak 
Blackney Hays, Ohio Saylor 
Boggs, La. H~bert Scott, 
Boykin Hedrick Hugh D., Jr. 
Breen Hess Secrest 
Brehm Hinshaw Shelley 
Buckley Irving Smith, Kans. 
Busbey Kearns Stockman 
Chatham Lucas Taber 
Chenoweth McDonough Talle 
Cole, Kans. McGregor Thomas 
Cole, N. Y. Martin, Mass. Van Pelt 
Davis, Tenn. Mason Vinson 
Davis, Wis. Mitchell Welch 
DeGraffenried Morrison Werdel 
Durham Morton Whitaker 
Ellsworth Murray, Wis. Wood, Ga. 
Elston O'Konski Wood, Idaho 
Engle Preston Woodruff 

So the motion to recommit was agreed 
to. · 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Blackney for, with Mrs. Rogers of Mas

sachusetts against. 
Mr. Hess for, with Mr. Morton against. 
Mr. Wood of Idaho for, with Mr. Anfuso 

against. 
Mr. Reed of New York for, with Mr. Hays 

of Ohio against. 
Mr. Chenoweth for, with Mr. Abbitt 

against. 

Mr. Busbey for, with Mr. Chatham against. 
Mr. McGregor for, with Mr. Boggs of Louisi

ana against. 
Mr. Davis of Wisconsin for, with Mr. Cole 

of New York against. 
Mr. August H. Andresen for, with Mr. Gore 

against. 
Mr. Secrest for, with Mr. Gordon against. 
Mr. Fisher for, with Mr. Buckley against. 
Mr. Wood of Georgia for, with Mr. Prouty 

against. 
Mr. Albert for, with Mr. Rivers against. 
Mr. Hagen for, with Mr. Shelley against. 
Mr. Mason for, with Mr. Mitchell against. 
Mr. Taber for, with Mr. Morrison against. 
Mr. Talle for, with Mr. Engle against. 
Mr. Van Pelt for, with Mr. Hedrick against. 
Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. Welch against. 
Mr. O'Konski for, with Mr. Whitaker 

against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. deGraffenried with Mr. Martin of Mas-

sachusetts. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Brehm. 
Mr. Vinson with Mr. Ellsworth. 
Mr .. Preston with Mr. Elston. 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Cole of Kansas. 
Mr. Saba.th with Mr. McDonough. 
Mr. Irving with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. Breen with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, Jr. 
Mr. Allen of Louisiana with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr. Lucas with Mr. Hinshaw. 
Mr. Thomas with Mr. Sadlak. 

Mr. NELSON changed his vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I make the point of order that it is not 
in order in this particular instance to ask 
every Member of the House how he voted; 
otherwise I think we should have a 
recapitulation. 

The SPEAKER. In the first place, 
that is not a point of order. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, pur
suant to the instruction of the House, I 
report the bill back to the House with the 
amendment contained in the instruction. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 3, line 16, subsection (2), strike out 

"$1,335,000,000" and insert "$985,000,000." 

The SPEAKER. The ·question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 260, nays 101, answered 
"present" 1, not voting 70, as follows: 

Addonizio 
Allen, Calif. 
A.ngell 
Armstrong 

(Roll No. 166) 

YEAS-260 

Aspinall 
Auchincloss 
Ayres 
Bailey 

Baker 
Bakewell 
Baring 
Barrett 

Bates, Ky. 
Bates, Mass. 
Battle 
Beall 
Beckworth 
Bender 
Bennett, Fla, 
Bentsen 
Blatnik 
Boggs, Del. 
Bolling 
Bolton 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Brownson 

1 Bryson 
Buchanan 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Byrne, N. Y. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Camp 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carlyle 
Carnahan 
Case 
Cell er 
Chelf 
Chiperfield 
Chudoff 
Clemente 
Colmer 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Cotton 
Coudert 
Cox 
Crosser 
Crumpacker 
Dague 
Davis, Ga. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Denny 
Denton 
Devereux 
Dingell 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Donovan 
Doughton 
Doyle 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Evins 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fernandez 
Fine 
Flood 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Ford 
Forrester 
Frazier 
Fugate 
Fulton 
Furcolo 
Gamble 
Garmatz 
Gary 
Gathings 
Gavin 
Golden 

Goodwin Merrow 
Granahan Miller, Calif. 
Granger Miller, Md. 
Grant Miller, N. Y 
Green Mills 
Greenwood Morano 
Gregory Morgan 
Gwinn Moulder 
Hale Multer 
Hall, Mumma 

Leonard W. Murdock 
Halleck Murphy 
Hardy Murray, Tenn. 
Harris Norblad 
Harrison, Va. O'Brien, Ill. 
Hart O'Brien, Mich. 
Havenner O'Neill 
Hays, Ark. Ostertag 
Heffernan O'Toole 
Heller Patman 
Herlong Patterson 
Herter Perkins 
Heselton Philbin 
Hillings Pickett 
Holifield Poage 
Holmes Polk 
Hope Powell 
Howell Price 
Hunter Priest 
Jackson, Calif . . Quinn 
Jackson, Wash. Rabaut 
James Radwan 
Jarman Rains 
Javits Ramsay 
Johnson Reams 
Jones, Ala. Redden 
Jones, Mo. Rhodes 
Jones, Ribicoff 

Hamilton C. Richards 
Jones, Riehlman 

Woodrow W. Riley 
Judd Roberts 

· Karsten, Mo. Robeson 
Kean Rodino 
Kearney Rogers, Colo. 
Keating Rooney 
Kee Roosevelt 
Kelley, Pa. Sasscer 
Kelly, N. Y. Scott, Hardie 
Kennedy Seely-Brown 
Keogh Sheppard 
Kerr Sieminski 
Kersten, Wis.. Sikes 
Kilburn Sittler 
Kilday Smith, Miss. 
King Smith, Va. 
Kirwan Spence 
Klein Springer 
Kluczynskt Staggers 
Lane Steed 
Lanham Stigler 
Lantaff Tackett 
Latham Taylor 
Lecompte Teague 
Lesinski Thompson, Tex. 
Lind Thornberry 
Lyle Tollefson 
McCarthy Trimble 
McConnell Van Zandt 
McCormack Vorys 
McGrath Walter 
McGuire Watts 
McKinnon Weichel 
McMillan Wickersham 
McMullen Widnall 
Machrowtcz Wier 
Mack, Ill. Wigglesworth 
Mack, Wash. Williams, N. Y. 
Madden Willis 
Magee Wolverton 
Mahon Yates 
Mansfield Yorty 
Marshall Zablocki 
Meader 

NAYS-101 

Aandahl Brown, Ohio Harden 
Harrison, Wyo. 
Harvey 

Abernethy Budge 
Adair Buffett 
Allen, Ill. Burdick 
Andersen, Bush 

H. Carl Butler 
Anderson, Calif.Church 
Andrews Clevenger 
Arends Crawford 
Barden Curtis, Mo. 
Beamer Curtis, Nebr. 
Belcher D'Ewart 
Bennett, Mich. Dondero 
Berry Dorn 
Betts Fellows 
Bishop George 
Bow Graham 
Bramblett Gross 
Bray Hand 

Hill 
Hoeven 
Hoffman, Ill. 
Hoffman, Mich. 
Horan 
Hull 
Jenison 
Jenkins 
Jensen 
Jonas 
Larcade 
Lovre 
McCulloch 
Mc Vey 
Martin, Iowa 
Miller, Nebr. 
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Morris Rogers, Tex, 
Nelson St. George 
Nicholson Schwabe 
Norrell Scrivner 
O'Hara Scudder 
Passman Shafer 
Patten Sheehan 
Phillips Short 
Potter Simpson, Ill. 
Poulson Simpson, Pa. 
Rankin Smith, Wis. 
Reece, Tenn. Stanley 
Reed, Ill. Stefan 
Rees, Kans. Sutton 
Regan Thompson, 
Rogers, Fla. Mich. 

Towe 
Vail 
Vaughn 
Velde 
Vursell 
Wharton 
Wheeler 
Whitten 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Winstead 
Withrow 
Wolcott 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 

Cunningham 
NOT VOTING-70 

Abbitt Fisher Reed, N. Y. 
Albert Gordon Rivers 
Allen, La. Gore Rogers, Mass. 
Andresen, Hagen Saba th 

August H. Hall, Sadlak 
Anfuao Edwin Arthur Saylor 
Blackney Hays, Ohio Scott, 
Boggs, La. H~bert Hugh D., Jr. 
Boykin Hedrick Secrest 
Breen Hess Shelley 
Brehm Hinshaw Smith, Kans. 
Buckley Irving Stockman 
Busbey Kearns Taber 
Chatham Lucas Talle 
Chenoweth McDonough Thomas 
Cole, Kans. McGregor Van Pelt 
Cole, N. Y. Martin, Mass. Vinson 
Davis, Tenn. Mason Welch 
Davis, Wis. Mitchell Werdel 
DeGraffenried Morrison Whitaker 
Dolliver Morton Wood, Ga. 
Durham Murray, Wis. Wood, Idaho 
Ellsworth O'Konski Woodruff 
Elston Preston 
Engle Prouty 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote : 
Mr. Cunningham for, with Mr. Doll1ver 

against. 
Mr. Hess for, with Mr. Van Pelt against. 
Mr. Prouty for, with Mr. Wood of Idaho 

against. 
Mr. Davis of Wisconsin for, with Mr. Taber 

against. 
Mr. Cole of New York for, with Mr. August 

H. Andresen against. 
Mr. Anfuso for, with Mr. Hagen against. 
Mrs. Rogers of Massachusetts for, with Mr. 

O'Konski against. 
Mr. Morton for, with Mr. Mason against. 
Mr. Chatham for, with Mr. Busbey against. 
Mr. Buckley for, with Mr. Woodruff against. 
Mr. Hays of Ohio for, with Mr. McGregor 

against. 
Mr. Rivers for, with Mr. Reed of New York 

against. 
Mr. Albert for, with Mr. Chenoweth against. 
Mr. Preston for, witn Mr. Blackney against. 
Mr. Abbitt for, with Mr. Wood of Georgia 

against. 
Mr. deGraffenreid for, with Mr. Fisher 

l 

against. 
Mr. Vinson for, with Mr. Secrest against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Hebert with Mr. Kearns. 
Mr. En gle with Mr. Hinshaw. 
Mr. Welch with Mr. Werdel. 
Mr . Gordon with Mr. Talle. 
Mr. Gore with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. Hedrick with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Hugh D. Scott, Jr. 
Mr . Shelley with Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. Mitchell with Mr. Sadlak: 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Murray of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Whitaker with Mr. Ellsworth. 

.Mr. Boggs of ·Louisiana with Mr. Elston. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Edwin Arthur Hall. 
Mr. Allen of Louisiana with Mr. Cole o.l: 

Kansas. ' 
Mr. Irving with Mr. Brehm. 
Mr. Morrisop. with Mr. McDonough. 
Mr. Davis of Tennessee with Mr. Martin of 

Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROWNSON changed his vote 
from "nay" to "yea." 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
have a live pair with the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER, who, if present, 
would have voted "nay." I therefore 
withdraw my vote of "yea" and vote 
"present." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
· unanimous consent that all Members 
may have five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on this bill prior 
to final passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

1952 

Mr. COLMER, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported the following privileged 
resolution <H. Res. 394, Rept. No. 892), 
which was ref erred to the House Cal
endar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That during the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5215) making supplemen
tal appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes, all 
points of order against said bill or any pro
vision contained therein are hereby waived. 

AMENDING RULE XI (2) (F) OF HOUSE 
RULES 

Mr. LYLE, from the Committee on 
Rules, reported the following privileged 
resolution (H. Res. 386, Rept. No. 893). 
which was referred to the House Cal
endar and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That rule XI (2) (f) of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives 1s 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

"(f) The rules of the House are hereby 
made the rules of its standing committees 
so far as applicable, except that a motion 
to recess from day to day is hereby made a 
motion of high privilege in said committees, 
and except that· each standing committee, 
and each subcommittee of any such com
mittee, is authorized to fix a lesser number 
than a majority of its entire membership 
who shall constitute a quorum thereof for 
the purpose of taking sworn testimony: 
Provided, That such quorum shall consist of 
not less than one member of the majority 
party and one member of the minority 
party.'' 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 12 
o'clock noon' on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
REQUEST TO WITHDRAW PAPERS 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following request, which was read 
by the Clerk: 

U. S. House of Representatives, 
August 16, 1951. 

Mr. ANGELL requests, pursuant to rule 
XXXVIII, leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House papers in the case of Jess C. Lay-

· ton, formerly a resident of Portland, Oreg.; 
all the original papers submitted in support 
of H. R. 8433, Seventy-fourth Congress, in
troduced by Representative William A. Ek
wall, of Oregon, and H. R. 5091, Seventy
sixth Congress, introduced by Representative 
Martin S. Smith, of Washington, no adverse 
report having been filed thereon. 

HOMER D. ANGELL, 
Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the request is granted. 

There was no objection. 
RESERVES 

Mr. STAGGERS . . Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. It there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, on 

April 12 of this year, I spoke on this :floor 
against the manner in which inactive 
reservists of this country are being called 
to active duty. Today I wish to state 
that the reservist is still being treated 
unfairly. Insult has been added to in
jury. 

What has been done, after more than 
a year of fighting, to improve the state 
of reserves? We are told that about 75 
percent of all officers in Korea are re
servists. In an unlimited war the per
centage would be even greater. 

Not only was the reservist taken into 
active duty without any consideration of 
his personal problems, but when his dis
charge date is growing near, he is sud
denly informed that his enlistment is 
extended another year. One reservist in 
my congressional district has recently 
written his family that his only military 
accomplishment to date has been "to an
swer muster in the morning," after being 
in the service for almost a year. 

In my home town is an example of the 
way the reservists have been treated. A 
young man there received his discharge 
from the Navy and soon thereafter a 
Navy officer called at his home to talk 
about joining the Reserves. The officer 
emphasized the importance of the Re
serves to the future of the Nation, and 
so forth. The boy joined, after he was 
assured he would not be called to active 
duty until men ·of the draft age had been 
called; all the active Reserves had been 
called; and all the National Guard had 
been called, then the Inactive Reserves 
would be called. If this is the policy of 
the Navy they have not kept their word 
in my State. It seems in West Virginia 
that the policy has been to call the in
active Reserves first. 

The home-town boy that I am using 
as an example, was called to the service 
at the age of 39 years. He has two chil
dren and a wife to support. He is now in 
the Pacific, where there are 96 men in the 
same category and the Navy has use for 
only 4 of these in their particular line. 

This is just ·one typical example of 
the glaring inefficiency of the way our 
military service is being run. If private 
tusiness were handled in one-half as 
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inefficient a manner it would fail before 
it got started. 

This is mighty bitter medicine to take 
when the reservist knows that back 
home are young men eligible for draft, 
men without dependents and who have 
never had active military duty. Yet 
these reservists must -continue in active 
service while younger men are enlisting 
in the National Guard or signing up in 
defense plan~s to avoid active military 
duty. 

Can anyone explain to me the logic 
used in the calling of men for active 
duty who are in their late thirties or 
forties. who have families to support 
and who have already served their coun
try · in time of war, instead of calling 
the young men walking around on the 
streets today. 

I believe it is the duty and respon
sibility of the Armed Services Commit
tee to use its infh:.ence with those in 
charge of our military programs and 
stop this injustice now. 

Unless we get into an all-out war, I 
cannot condone the calling of inactive 
reservists for involuntary duty so long 
as there are available young nonveterans, 
active reservists, and the National 
Guard. I believe the enlisted reservist& 
now serving involuntarily should be 
discharged at the earliest possible date 
and replaced by younger men who should 
certainly be trained now after a year 
of war. 

POSTAL WORKERS 

Mr: STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unammous consent to address the House 
~or 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, the 

unprecedented increase in the cost of' 
living has acutely affected each of us 
but of all the groups of loyal employee~· 
it is my belief that the postal workers 
have suffered most. This is especially 
true among the men in the lower grades. 
';['he situation is extremely critical. At 
no point in the last 5 years have the em
ployees in the lower grades come within 
17 points of receiving enough salary to 
keep pace with the increasing cost of 
living. 

Hearings in committees have been go
ing on for weeks and weeks and as of to
day no legislation has been reported. 
The lowest paid laborer is receiving more 
than postal veterans of many years serv
ice. The service has suffered, the morale 
among the employees is low, because of 
the difficulty in securing new employees 
at the extremely low rate of pay offered. 

It is imperative that early action be 
taken on this legislation to provide to 
this group of Government workers an 
increase to combat the high cost of liv
ing. Many postal employees in my dis
trict have begged me to do something 
to remedy their plight. The situation is 
causing bitterness, in view of the many 
news stories on anti-inflationary meas
ures to siphon off the extra money now 
in circulation, when these workers are 
having to scrape the bottom of the barrel 
to feed their families. 

Surely this controversy over a pay 
raise can be concluded and prompt ac
tion taken by the Congress to aid the 
post-office employees who have been pa
tiently sweating it out while other sal
aries have doubled and redoubled. It is 
expedient that something is done and 
done promptly. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONGRESSMAN HAR

OLD D. DONOHUE TO HOUSE JUDICIARY 
COMMITTEE 

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, in com

mon with many other Members of the 
House, I was truly gratified and very 
grateful for the recent action of the 
House Committee on Committees in 
recommending my esteemed and beloved 
colleague, Congressman HAROLD D. DON
OHUE, of Worcester, Mass., to be a mem
ber of the powerful and d~stinguished 
Judiciary Committee of the House. 

By virtue of education, training, abil
ity, and experience, Congressman DoNo
~UE is admirably fitted for service with 
this important committee of the House. 

For years a distinguished member of 
the Massachusetts bar, whose compe
tency, capability, and outstanding suc
cess have been widely recognized by his 
fellow lawyers, Congressman DONOHUE 
brings to the Judiciary Committee an 
exceptionally high degree of personal 
qualification, which is, to be sure, in: 
line with the traditional character of 
this committee. He possesses a fine legal 
mind, clear reasoning powers, and sound, 
balanced judgment. 
, As his colleague and friend, represent
in an adjoining district in Massachu- . 
setts, I am particularly familiar with 
the personal and professional qualities 
he possesses, which fit him so abundant
ly for this service. Universally esteemed 
and respected by the bar and by his 
friends in and out of public life, he is 
learned and experienced in the law, and 
is a man of fine human impulses and 
't;>road interests. I am confident that he 
will make a truly great contribution to 
the work and achievements of the Ju
diciary Committee, to which he will . 
bring one of the sharpest and best
t'rained legal minds in the Congress. 

I am most thankful to the distin
guished Speaker and his fellow colleague, 
the distinguished majority leader, our 
venerable beloved Chairman DOUGHTON, 
and all the members of the committee, 
who made possible Congressman DoNo
HUE's designation. Their solid confi
dence in him will not be misplaced. He 
will serve in his new assignment with 
merit, distinction, and efficiency that 
can develop only from highly specialized 
experience in the chosen field of the law 
which requires such exacting standards 
of zeal, diligence, integrity, and profl
ciency so notably possessed by Congress
man DONOHUE. 

PERSONAL STATEMENT 

. Mr. BARING. Mr Speaker, I did not 
·'"bear the bells on roll call No. 163. Had 

I been present I would have voted to 
override the veto. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. YATES <at the request of Mr. 
MANSFIELD) was given permission to ad
dress the House for 30 minutes on 
Monday next following the legislative 
business of the day and any special or-
ders heretofore entered. · 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD, or to revise and -extend remarks 
was granted to: ' 

Mr. O'ToOLE in two instances and to 
include articles. · 

Mr. ZABLOCKI in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. ASPINALL and to include extrane
ous material. 

Mr. DONOHUE in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. LANE and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. REES of Kansas and to include a 
sermon. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas and to include 
an editorial. · 

Mr: STEFAN. to include in the remarks 
he will make on the foreign aid bill part 
of the .Broo~ings Report. 

Mr. SHELLEY <at the request of Mr. 
PRIEST). 

Mr. Ronrno fat the request of Mr. 
PRIEST). 

Mr. CASE <at the request of Mr. HAL~· 
LECK) and to !nclude extraneous matter. 
· Mr. WEICHEL and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. Bow and to include extraneous 
matter. · . 
· Mr . .ROONEY to extend· the remarks he 
ma.de today. 

Mr. SIEMINSKI relative to the Bayonne 
Naval Base. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee on 
~ouse Administration, reported that that 
committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill of the Houne of the fol
l_owing title, which y;as thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: · · 

H. ·R. 1912. An act for the relief ot'Wilcox 
~lectric Co., Inc. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By uµanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted to: 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts <at the 
request of Mr. HALLECK), for 1 week, on 
account of illness. 

Mr. ABBITT <at the request of Mr. Fu
GATE), for today, August 17, on account 
of official business. 

Mr. IRVING, for an indefinite period, on 
account of official business. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, indefi
nitely, on account .of death in family, 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 11 o'clock and 18 minutes p, m.> 
the House, under its previous .order ad
journed until Monday, August 20. i9511 

at 12 o'clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and ref erred as follows: 

724. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a copy of an order of the Acting 
Commissioner of Immigration and Natural
ization, dated October 20, 1950. authorizing 
the temporary admission into the United 
States, for shore leave purposes only, of alien 
seamen found to be excludable as persons 
within one of the classes enumerated in sec
tion 1 (2) of the act of October 16, 1918, as 
amended by section 22 of the Internal Se
curity Act of 1950; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

725. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the cases of 
Martin Garcia or Martin Garcia-Ruiz, file No. 
A-7050472 CR 32399, and Angel Braulio De
meroutis, Jr., file No. A-6341213 CR 32492, 
requesting that they be withdrawn from 
those now before the Congress and returned 
to the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Justice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

726. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Gustav Frank Alm or Gustav Alm, file No. 
A-4527931 CR 30942, requesting that it be 
withdrawn from those now before the Con
gress and returned to the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Justice; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

727. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Jesus Serrato-Rodriguez or Jesus Serrato, file 
No. A-7203618 CR 29851, requesting that it be 
withdrawn from those now before the Con
gress and returned to the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Justice; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

728. A- letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Benjamin Montes or Benjamin Montes 
Amaya, file No. A-7390661 CR 31441, request
ing that it be withdrawn from those now 
before the Congress and returned to the 
Jurisdiction of the Department of Justice; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

729. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Clifford Hubart Grando, file No. A-7450377 
CR 29477, requesting that it be withdrawn 
from those now before the Congress and re
turned to the jurisdiction of the Depa.utment 
of Justice; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

730. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Ina Janita Lettsome, file No. A-5957920 CR 
33778, requesting that it be withdrawn from 
those now before the Congress and returned 
to the jurisdiction of the Department of Jus
tice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

731. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting copies of orders of the Commis
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization 
granting the application for permanent resi
dence filed by the subjects of such orders, 
pursuant to section 4 of the Displaced Per
sons Act of 1948, as amended; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

732. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting copies of orders of the Com
missioner of Immigration and Naturalization 
suspending deportation as well as a list of 
~e persons involved, pursuant to the act of 
Congress approved July 1, 1948 (Public Law 
863); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

733. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill entitled "A bill transferring to 
the Department of the Army administrative 
jurisdiction and control of certain lands and 
interests therein· held by the United States 
for flood control purposes"; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

XCVII-618 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and.reference· to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans' Af
fairs. H. R. 3193 (consideration of H. R. 
3193 over the veto message). A bill to estab
lish a rate of pension for aid and attendance 
under part III of Veterans' Regulation No. 
1 (a), as amended; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 889). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CANNON: Committee on Appropria
tions. H. R. 5215. A bill making supplemen
tal appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 890). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union. 

Mr. GARMATZ: Joint Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. House Re
port No. 89t: Report on the disposition of 
certain papers of sundry executive depart
ments. Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 394. Resolution providing for 
the waiving of points of order against H. R. 
5215 making supplemental appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and 
for other purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 892). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LYLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 386. Resolution amending rule 
XI (2) (f) of the Rules of the House of Rep
resentatives to authorize committees to es
tablish a quorum of less than a majority for 
the purpose Of taking sworn testimony; With
out amendment (Rept. No. 893). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. CANNON: 
H. R. 5215. A bill making supplemental ap

. propriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. JENKINS: 
H. R. 5216. A bill to promote the further 

development of public library service in 
rural areas; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. SEELY-BROWN (by request): 
H. R. 5217. A bill granting increases in the 

annuities of certain former civilian offi.cer.s 
and employees engaged in ·and about the 
construction of the Panama Canal, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LARCADE: 
H. R. 5218. A bill for improvement of the 

Mississippi River-Gulf outlet and the Mobile 
to New Orleans Intracoasta.l Waterway; to 
tl}e Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. PROUTY: 
H. R. 5219. A bill to enlarge the canal con

necting the Hudson River and Lake Cham
plain, the canal connecting Lake Champlain 
and the St. Lawrence River, and the chan
nels at the head and foot of Lake Champlain, 
in order that oceangoing vessels may pass 
between the St. Lawrence River and New 
York City via the Hudson River and Lake . 
Champlain, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: 
H. R. 5220. A b1ll to amend the Armed 

Forces Leave Act of 1946, so as to provide that 
leave settled and compensated for in cash 
or bonds under section 6 thereof shall be 
considered as active military service; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. · 

l 
H. R. 5221. A bill to promote the further 

development of public library service in rural 
areas; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. MORTON: 
H. R. 5222. A bill to promote the further 

development of public library service in rural 
areas; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. MURDOCK (by request): 
H. R. 5223. A bill establishing a general 

policy with respect to payments to State and 
local governments on· account of Federal real 
property and tangible personal property by 
providing for the taxation of certain Fed
eral property and for payments in connec
tion with certain other Federal property, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FARRINGTON: 
H. R. 5224. A bill authorizing and directing 

the Secretary of the Treasury to enter into 
an agreement with any State, Territory, or 
possession of the United States, or any politi
cal subdivision thereof, to provide that the 
head of each department or agency of the 
United States shall comply with the require
ments of any statute of such State, Terri
tory, possession, or subdivision, which im
poses· upon employers generally the duty of 
withholding s:ums from the compensation of 
employees; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

H. R. 5225. A bill providing that the ratifi
cation of the Revenue Bond Act of 1935, en
acted by the Legislature of the Territory of 
Hawaii, shall apply to all amendments of 
said act made by said legislature to and Ii;i
cluding the acts of the 1951 regular session 
of said legislature, and to all extensions of 
the· period for Issuance and delivery of rev
enue bonds thereunder, heretofore or here
after enacted by said legislature; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H. R. 5226. A bill to approve act 178 en
acted by the Legislature of the Territory of 
Hawaii in the regular session of 1951, relat
ing to University of Hawaii and the powers 
of the board .of regents thereof, and to vest 
in said board of regents the fee simple · title 
to all university property; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs: 

By Mr. MITCHELL: 
H. R. 5227. A bill to promote the further 

development of public library service in 
rural areas; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. STEED': 
H. R. 5228. A bill to amend the programs 

on the watersheds authorized in section 13 
of the Flood Control Act of December 22, 
1944; to the Committee on Public Works. 

H. R. 5229. A bill to promote the further 
development of public library service in rural 
areas; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. BONNER: 
H. R. 5230. A bill providing for the con

veyance to the State of North Carolina of the 
Currituck Beach Lighthouse Reservation, 
Corolla, N. C.; to the Committee on Expendi
tures in the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. CLEMENTE: 
H. R. 5231. A bill to grant the retention of 

jurisdiction of military court martial boards 
over crimes committed by persons subject to 
the orders of military authority; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

H. R. 5232. A bill to grant jurisdiction to 
the district courts of the United States over 
all crimes committed by members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREEN: ' 
H. R. 5233. A bill to amend the act entitled 

"An act to provide for the recognition of the 
services of the civilian officials and em
ployees, citizens of the United States, en
gaged in and about the construction of the 
Panama Canal," approved May 29, 1944; to 
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the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: 
H. R. 5234. A bill to amend the District of 

Columbia Barber Act; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 5235. A bill to authorize and direct 

the Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia to make such studies and investigations 
deemed necessary concerning the location 
and construction of a bridge over the Poto
mac River in the vicinity of Shepherds Land
ing, and for other purposes; to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MULTER: 
H.J. Res. 318. Joint resolution to estab

lish a Joint Committee on Housing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURNSIDE: . . 
H. Con. Res. 150. Concurrent resolution ex

pressing the sense of the Con~ress that the 
paymen t of cash bonuses to veterans is non
inflationary and is an appropriate recogni
tion of their services and sacrifices, and that 
Federal agencies should encourage the pur
chase of State bonds issued to provide funds 
for the payment of such bonuses; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: 
H. Res. 393. Resolution to provide for a 

Select Committee on Problems of the Aging; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as fallows: 

By Mr. AND~SON of California: 
H. R. 5236. A bill for the relief of Maria 

Morano Vigorito; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

By Mr. BYRNE of New York: 
H. R. 5237. A bill for the relief of Martin 

Huber; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CASE: 

H. R. 5238. A bill for the relief of Albert 
0. Holland and Bergtor Haaland; to the 
Committ ee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 
II. R. 5239. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Gertrud Elise Heinze; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREEN: 
H. R. 5240. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary 

Wadlow; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KEOGH: 

H. R. 5241. A bill for the relief of Biagio 
Marrazzo; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESINSKI: 
H. R. 5242. A bill for the relief of Alfonso 

Bommarito; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

H. R. 5243. A bill for the relief of Moham
m ad Wali Khan; to the Commit tee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACHROWICZ: 
H. R. 5244. A bill for the relief of Herbert 

McCormack ; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: 
H. R. 5245. A bill for the relief . of Auguste 

Josefine Eberand; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWELL: 
H. R. 5246. A bill for the relief of Frederick 

Samuel Rowland; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SEELY-BROWN: 
H. R. 5247. A bill for the relief of Walter 

D. Jenckes and Harriet Jenckes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
896. By Mr. HART. Petition of Woman's 

Rellef Corps, Department of New Jersey, urg
ing the President of the United States and 

the Congress to exact from our allies ade
quate military guaranty to avoid another 
Korea in which American troops are called 
upon to do most . of the fighting and dying. 
Also going on record as favoring Gold Star 
Mothers listed as next of kin, the granting 
of same exemption ($500-tax exemption) 
which was referred to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

SENATE 
MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 1951 

(Legislative day of Wednesday, August 1, 
1951) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. · 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, assoc1ate 
pastor, Foundry Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 

Great and glorious God, author of the 
world's joy, bearer of the world;s pain, 
make us glad that we are men and sons 
of God and that there has been placed 
upon us a major responsibility for the 
welfare of the world. We acknowledge 
our human frailties and we pause to 
lean our weakness against the pillars of 
Thy almightiness. Grant us wisdom, 
courage, and understanding adequate to 
meet the demands of these obligations 
in each recurring day. We pray in the 
name of Thy Son. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 16, 1951, was dispensed with. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT-

APPROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, and he announced 
that the President had approved and 
signed the following acts: 

On August 14, 1951: 
S. 350. An act for the relief of Z. D. Gil

man Co., Inc.; 
S. 1246. An act to amend certain laws re

lating to the submission of postmasters' ac
counts under oath; and 

S. 1442. An act for the relief of Marie 
Louise Dewulf Maquet. 

On August 15, 1951: 
S. 29. An act for the relief of Teresa E. 

Dwyer; 
S. 236. An act for the relief of Nicholas 

George Strangas; 
S. 543. An act for the relief of Elizabeth 

Jean . Clarke; 
S. 581. An act for the relief of Kiyoko and 

Chiyiko Ishigo; 
S. 885. An act for the relief of Wong Thew 

Hor; and 
S. 1417. An act for the relief of Lefrancois 

Chamberland, Inc. 
On August 16, 1951: 

S. 526. An act for the relief of· Dr. Lorna 
:Wan-Hsi Feng. 

On August 17, 1951: 
S. 585. An act for the relief of Shizu Fujii 

and her son, Suenori Fujii; 
s. 1105. An act for the relief of K. C. Be, 

Swannie Be, Wie Go Be, Wie Hwa Be, Wie 
Bhing Be, and Swie Tien Be: and 

S. 1443. An act for the relief of Rev. 
~homas K. Sewall. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant 
reading clerk, announced that the House. 
having proceeded to reconsider the bill 
(H. R. 3193) to establish a rate of pension 
for aid and attendance under part 3 of 
Veterans Regulation No. 1 <A>, as 
amended, returned by the President of 
the United States with his objections, 
to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, it was-

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two
thirds of the House of Representatives agree
ing to pass the same. 

The mess~ge also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1912) for 
the relief of Wilcox Electric Co., Inc .. 

The message further announced that 
the House had insisted upon its amend
ments to the bill CS. 349) to assist the 
provision of housing and community 
facilities and services required in con
nection with the national defense, dis
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. SPENCE, Mr. BROWN 
of Georgia, Mr. PATMAN, Mr. RAINS, Mr. 
WOLCOTT, Mr. GAMBLE, and Mr. CoLE of 
Kansas were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 3709), making appropriations for 
the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independ
ent agencies, for the fiscal year . ending 
June i:O, 1952, and for other purposes; 
that the House receded from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 32 to the bill, and con
curred therein, and that the House re
ceded from its disagreement to the 

· amendments of the Senate numbered 131 
and 132, to the bill, and concurred 
therein, each with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 3790) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes; that the House receded 
from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 53, 61, 
62, 63, 72, 75, 108, and 129 to the bill, 
and concurred therein; that the House 
receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 4, 
5, 8, 14, 24, 40, 57, 83, and 124 to the bill, 

- and concurred therein severally with an 
amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, and that the 
House insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate num
bered 10 % to · the bill. 

The message also announced that the 
House h~d agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
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